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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. GOMEZ).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 23, 2021.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JIMMY
GOMEZ to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2021, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with time equally
allocated between the parties and each
Member other than the majority and
minority leaders and the minority
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond
11:50 a.m.

———

THE NEED FOR WATER
INFRASTRUCTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. LAWRENCE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of a much-needed in-
vestment in our Nation’s infrastruc-
ture, specifically our water infrastruc-
ture.

Let me be very clear: Our crumbling
and outdated water infrastructure is in
a state of emergency. It is leaving our
most vulnerable Americans struggling

with water access and unaffordable
rates, including my hometown of De-
troit, Michigan.

I want to commend President Biden
and my colleagues for promoting the
American Jobs Plan, a comprehensive
Federal investment to repair and
strengthen our infrastructure.

This could not be more timely, as
Federal investment in public water in-
frastructure projects have fallen from
63 percent of our overall investment in
1977 to just 9 percent in 2014.

The American Jobs Plan will deliver
the investments we need and eliminate
all lead pipes and service lines in our
drinking water systems.

It is unacceptable that in the United
States of America, schools are forced
to put plastic bags over their drinking
fountains because it is not safe for our
children to drink water because there
are elevated levels of lead.

Too much of our existing infrastruc-
ture is jeopardized because of lead
pipes. My home State of Michigan
knows about this issue all too well.
The Flint water crisis brought national
attention to the dangers of elevated
levels of lead in our drinking water.

Unfortunately, what happened in
Flint is happening all across this coun-
try. In my district, the same problem
exists in the city of Detroit. About
1,600 children under the age of 6 test
positive for elevated levels of lead
every year, and of those tested, about 7
percent are diagnosed with lead poi-
soning.

Congress cannot stand by and watch
as Americans get sick and poisoned
from their own drinking water.

I always like to emphasize: Water is
not a luxury. A pothole is an inconven-
ience, but water is a necessity to life.

We have the opportunity to address
this issue right now by passing the
American Jobs Plan. It is a once-in-a-
generation investment in our commu-
nities and families. It also includes
provisions similar to my legislation,

the WATER Act. My bill would fully
fund the Drinking Water and Clean
Water State Revolving Funds, provide
funding for public schools to test and
replace drinking water infrastructure,
provide grants to replace lead service
lines leading to our households, and
much more to fix and strengthen our
water infrastructure.

Earlier this Congress, I submitted
Community Project Funding requests
to support water system improvements
for two of my communities: Pontiac
and Royal Oak Township. These com-
munities are not alone. Similar water
system improvement projects are need-
ed across the country. With the Amer-
ican Jobs Plan, we can make that a re-
ality.

I look forward to continuing to fight
for access to clean, safe, and affordable
drinking water for every American.

——————

THE NEED FOR BROADBAND
INFRASTRUCTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, this April, the House Ag-
riculture Committee hosted an impor-
tant hearing on one of America’s most
pressing issues, broadband
connectivity.

For years, the digital divide has left
many Americans unable to access reli-
able high-speed internet service, re-
sulting in lost opportunities to expand
businesses, learn new skills, or even
participate in daily activities.

I see this cost and frustration every
day. I am fortunate to live in the serv-
ice territory of a rural electric cooper-
ative which offers quality internet
services to my home. But, just a few
miles away, my neighbors are on the
wrong side of the digital divide.

I represent 14 counties in rural Penn-
sylvania, and I can tell you, it is like
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this all across my district, with digital
haves and have-nots just down the road
from one another. It is a checkerboard
of connectivity.

In the height of the pandemic, I
heard one too many home-schooling
horror stories that were a result of not
having reliable access to the internet.
A number of families were driving to
the nearest local library, sitting in the
parking lot, and connecting to the pub-
lic WiFi in hopes of completing assign-
ments.

COVID-19 laid bare the urgency of
rural broadband, but the connectivity
struggles in rural communities predate
this pandemic, and they will not ease
as we return to normal. As more of
American life is being put online, more
of it is being put out of reach of Ameri-
cans without high-speed internet ac-
cess, and those without are falling fur-
ther behind.

Despite years of efforts and billions
of dollars spent, too many commu-
nities are being left behind.

Broadband is not just needed for our
homes; it is desperately needed on our
farms as well. The demands of a 21st
century farm economy depends on reli-
able connectivity.

The Agriculture Committee has done
tremendous work on a bipartisan basis
to address the digital divide, most re-
cently with the broadband provisions
in the 2018 farm bill. Those changes re-
flected 2 years of work to develop poli-
cies and design programs which meet
the unique challenges of rural commu-
nities. That farm bill became law with
broad bipartisan support in both the
House and the Senate.

Unfortunately, those policies and
programs are languishing. Changes and
improvements championed by Members
of both parties regarding eligible areas,
long-term network viability, assistance
for our most rural communities, pro-
gram integrity, and more, remain un-
funded and unimplemented more than 2
years after they were signed into law.

This is unacceptable. That is why I
recently introduced the Broadband for
Rural America Act. This bill is the re-
sponsible path forward to bridging the
digital divide. It prioritizes the needs
of rural communities and is a step in
the right direction as we begin to re-
bound into a resurgent post-COVID
economy. I urge my colleagues to join
me on this critical piece of legislation.

The one issue that unites rural Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle is the
need to address the digital divide. This
critical infrastructure void has been
exacerbated by the challenges faced by
rural families and businesses during
the pandemic.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
tell the story of the 2018 farm bill and
the improvements we made and con-
tinue to fight for broadband invest-
ments so desperately needed in our
rural communities.
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RECOGNIZING PRIDE MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Nevada (Mrs. LEE) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to stand in support of the
LGBTQ community and to recognize
this Pride Month.

This month is one of reflection: re-
flection on the strides our country has
made toward acceptance and inclusion
and on the struggles that still exist
today.

From Stonewall, to the AIDS epi-
demic, to attacks on transgender youth
across our country today, the struggle
for equality continues.

This month is one of recognition for
the trailblazers of decades past and the
advocates on the ground today who
make this country welcoming for ev-
eryone.

But most of all, this month is one of
celebration. I am here to say loudly
and clearly to all of my LGBTQ con-
stituents in Nevada’s Third District,
you are respected and loved, and I have
your back here in Washington.

While we mark 6 years of marriage
equality this week and have continued
to reach milestones in the time since,
we have more work to do.

I am proud to have voted to pass the
Equality Act out of the House, and it is
time for the Senate to join us.

I hope you all take time this month
to celebrate who you are. And from the
bottom of my heart, Happy Pride
Month.

—————

HONORING CHRIS OBERHEIM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor Cham-
paign Police Officer Chris Oberheim of
Monticello, Illinois, who tragically lost
his life in the line of duty on May 19 of
this year.

Officer Oberheim was a 21-year vet-
eran of law enforcement. He joined the
Champaign Police Department in 2013
after beginning his career with the De-
catur Police Department in 2000. Dur-
ing his career, he received two medals
of valor for selfless acts of bravery.

In his time off duty, Chris enjoyed
coaching softball and spending time
with his family. He was a loving hus-
band, father, son, coach, and trusted
friend. His four daughters were his in-
spiration. Those who knew Chris re-
member him most for his commitment
to loving his family and serving his
community.

My prayers are with his wife, Amber,
and daughters Hannah, Avery, Addison,
and Aubree, as well as the rest of his
family, friends, and fellow officers.
Chris was nothing short of a hero.

In closing, I would like to share a
Bible verse that Chris’ family says he
lived by: ‘‘Blessed are the peace-
makers, for they shall be called chil-
dren of God.”
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HONORING GRACE HERSCHELMAN

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor Grace
Herschelman of Hillsboro, Illinois, who
passed away on May 19 at the age of 9
after a lifelong battle with infantile
neuroaxonal dystrophy, INAD.

When Grace was 3 years old, she was
diagnosed with INAD, a
neurodegenerative disease that results
in a loss of muscle strength, move-
ment, and the ability to speak. Grace
did not let this stop her from enjoying
many trips to the Saint Louis Zoo;
rooting on her favorite soccer, softball,
and basketball teams; and having a
blast with her sister and best friend,
Charlotte.

Grace and her family also had a huge
impact on awareness and fundraising
for INAD research. Since Grace was di-
agnosed in 2014, the Herschelman fam-
ily has raised about $200,000 for the
INAD Cure Foundation, with donors
from all 50 States.

Grace was an inspiration to all who
met her, never failing to light up any
room with her smile.

My prayers go out to her parents,
Kyle and Mary, her sister, Charlotte,
and the rest of her family.

Grace, may you rest in peace.
CONGRATULATING MARK BUTCHER

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate
Mark Butcher on his retirement after
30 years of teaching math and science
in the Rochester school district, Lin-
coln Christian University, and Lincoln
Land Community College.

After working in the private sector
for many years, Mark decided to go
back to school to get his teaching cer-
tificate in 1991. Ever since then, he has
taught at Rochester and also part-time
at night at Lincoln Land where he
would frequent my family’s McDon-
ald’s in Taylorville for a quick dinner.

Over the past 30 years, Mark has
taught, mentored, and given valuable
career advice to thousands of students.
Mark is known for his Einstein-like ap-
pearance and science experiments,
which were highly educational but
sometimes caused heartburn among
the administration and school board
members. He was instrumental in de-
veloping the dual credit program at
Rochester, which has allowed hundreds
of students to receive college credit for
courses while still in high school.

Mark received numerous awards
throughout his career, including the
Rochester Teacher of the Year, the
Golden Apple Excellence in Leadership
award, Lincoln Land’s Outstanding Ad-
junct Faculty Award, and being named
the State Journal Register’s Top
Teacher of the Year.

Congratulations on your retirement,
Mark. Enjoy your time with your wife,
Brenda, four children, and your six
grandchildren.
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CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF
MARVIN ALTON HYATT, SR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. NORMAN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the life of Marvin
Alton Hyatt, Sr.

Marvin passed away on May 7, 2021,
and returned to the God he faithfully
served for 87 years.

Marvin was born in Dillon, South
Carolina on May 12, 1933. He attended
and graduated from the University of
South Carolina in 1959, with a degree in
pharmacy, and later established a
scholarship fund within the University
of South Carolina School of Pharmacy
for those students choosing to enter
the lifelong profession that he loved
and cherished for so long.

He founded Good Pharmacy in Rock
Hill, South Carolina, which he operated
for 58 years. Marvin was the face of
Good Pharmacy, where he greeted ev-
eryone with a smile, true compassion,
and a desire to serve the hundreds of
customers, regardless of race, standing
in life, or ability to pay.

Marvin was legendary for meeting
anyone, anywhere, at any time, and
was genuinely concerned and inter-
ested in the well-being of his cus-
tomers. In short, when it came to cus-
tomer service, Marvin Hyatt not only
talked the talk, but he walked the
walk, which is rare in today’s world.

Marvin Hyatt was active in his
church, Woodland Methodist, for over
60 years, where he served as treasurer
and as a board member. His community
service included serving as a board
member of Guardian Fidelity bank,
WRHI radio station; past president of
the Sertoma Club, Rotary Club, Elks
Lodge, and the Alexa R. Good ALS
Foundation.

Marvin was married to the love of his
life, Liois Jones Hyatt, for 63 years. To-
gether, they had two children: Marvin
Alton Hyatt, Jr., and Laura Hyatt
Sweat, both of whom are registered
pharmacists and are working in Good
Pharmacy today. Marvin and Lois have
three grandchildren: Alton, Katie Jane,
and Tyler.

The legacy of Marvin Alton Hyatt
will be that of a man who served his
God, his country, and his fellow man.
He exemplified service above self, and
for the 87 years that he walked on this
Earth, his life was a true testament of
living out his Christian faith in word
and in deed.

————

0.V. LEWIS CELEBRATES 90 YEARS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize and honor
0.V. Lewis of Blairsville, Georgia, for
his 90th birthday on June 16.

0.V. has dedicated the majority of
his life to Young Harris College. He
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served as an instructor of accounting
for 48 years, and registrar for 31 years
at Young Harris College, and retired
with the longest tenure of any previous
employee.

During his time at the school, Lewis
had an unparalleled commitment to his
students, both inside and outside the
classroom, that has lasted well beyond
graduation. Those who have been influ-
enced by Lewis, such as myself, praise
his positive impact on their education
and career.

Throughout his whole life, Lewis has
been generous with his time, talent,
and resources as he continues to devote
his life to improving those around him.

As a graduate of Young Harris Col-
lege, I am proud to rise today to recog-
nize O.V. Lewis’s 90th birthday and
lifetime of mentoring and inspiring our
future generations.

CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF FRITZ NOACK

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to remember and honor the
life of Fritz Noack, who passed away on
June 3, 2021.

After serving as an organ building
apprentice in Germany, Fritz immi-
grated to the United States and found-
ed the Noack Organ Company in 1960 in
Lawrence, Massachusetts.

As a leading figure of the organ re-
vival movement, Fritz influenced the
American organ building scene during
the late 20th century. After priding
himself on the production of first-rate
organs for 55 years, Fritz retired in
2015.

Fritz directed the construction of 160
organs during his time in the industry.
His instruments are found across
America, as well as Iceland and Japan.
In fact, Fritz’s 100th organ is located at
Wesley Monumental United Methodist
Church in Savannah, Georgia. The
music provided by this organ has enter-
tained the congregation of Wesley
Monumental for many years, and I am
certain Fritz’s legacy will continue
through his instruments around the
world.

HONORING THE SERVICE OF HARRY STRACK

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize and honor
Harry Strack for his remarkable serv-
ice to our country.

Harry was drafted into the military
in 1968, and completed his basic train-
ing at Fort Bragg. He served in Viet-
nam from 1969 to 1970, in the 196th
Light Infantry Brigade.

Harry has become a recognized vet-
eran in the Sea Isle community by
sharing his story and honoring those
who served alongside him. Since re-
turning from Vietnam, Harry has been
proud to honor those who made the ul-
timate sacrifice for our country.

During the Sea Isle Memorial Day
ceremony, Harry received a Quilt of
Valor to recognize his selfless service
and sacrifice. Harry’s pride in his serv-
ice and duty to honor and remember
those who made the ultimate sacrifice
is extraordinary, and I am honored to
recognize him today.
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I know that everyone in Georgia’s
First Congressional District thanks
him for his service.

RECOGNIZING REVEREND JAMES OWENS AS A

PROVISIONAL ELDER

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Reverend
James Owens’ commission as a provi-
sional elder in the South Georgia Con-
ference of the TUnited Methodist
Church.

Reverend Owens has served at Wesley
Monumental United Methodist Church
in Savannah, Georgia, for the past 7
years. Before moving to Savannah,
Reverend Owens earned a bachelor of
arts in journalism from the University
of Georgia and a master of divinity
from Denver Seminary and Duke Uni-
versity Divinity School.

As a provisional elder, Reverend
Owens will faithfully serve Wesley
Monumental United Methodist Church
and the Savannah community. With
his passion to share and teach the gos-
pel, I know Reverend Owens will con-
tinue his tremendous work as a provi-
sional elder at Wesley Monumental
United Methodist Church.

I am proud to rise today to recognize
Reverend Owens for his tremendous
achievement, and I know that he will
continue to inspire his congregation.

———

THE STAFF AT THE ARC OF
SOUTH CAROLINA ARE HEROES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
South Carolina (Ms. MACE) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. MACE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to commend an incredible effort put
forth in my State during the pandemic.

The Arc of South Carolina is a non-
profit organization that advocates for
the rights of people with intellectual
and developmental disabilities. Their
work is critical in South Carolina and
South Carolina’s First Congressional
District, and they deserve to be recog-
nized for all of their efforts.

Like many organizations during the
past year and a half, the Arc of South
Carolina has struggled to acquire PPE,
hiring staff, and coping with different
social distancing guidelines, particu-
larly given the scope of their work.

Margie Williamson and her team had
to continue providing services at dis-
proportionately high costs compared to
businesses who received State and Fed-
eral assistance. A staggering number of
their staff fell ill to COVID-19 during
the pandemic, but their team and their
organization was able to provide supe-
rior support to all of these families
with enormous needs nonetheless.

I cannot begin to thank the staff, not
only at the Arc of South Carolina, but
every worker across the State every-
where who persevered. You are the he-
roes of South Carolina’s pandemic
story.

The Arc of South Carolina is dedi-
cated to helping families, and I wanted
to highlight all they were able to ac-
complish during the most challenging
of times.
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ANTONIO GREENE’S ACT OF KINDNESS

Ms. MACE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize a local Amazon driver
named Antonio Greene, who learned
that someone living along his route
was undergoing chemotherapy.

When Antonio learned this, he
thought back to his own family. He
lost his parents and grandmother over
the last couple years, and occasionally
he would buy cards and flowers for
members of his family to offer encour-
agement and support.

Greene, a North Charleston native,
did the same last summer for another
individual in South Carolina’s First
Congressional District who had been
immunocompromised during the pan-
demic.

Antonio’s act of kindness has landed
him among seven people to be recog-
nized by the JFK Foundation, and I ap-
plaud all of those individuals carrying
out small acts of kindness during the
pandemic. I commend Antonio and
anyone who has risked their own
health and safety to protect others
during COVID-19. Those who showed
compassion in ways like this always
deserve this kind of recognition.
RESTAURANTS OVERCAME UNCERTAINTY DURING

PANDEMIC

Ms. MACE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to bring attention to restaurants and
the resilience of so many in this indus-
try; specifically, Vintage Lounge,
Butcher & Bee, Harold’s Cabin, and
Chasing Sage in South Carolina’s First
Congressional District.

These restaurants did not take any
aid or receive any relief during the
COVID-19 crisis. They were even closed
during the beginning of the pandemic
and they were unable to receive any
restaurant relief funds as well, but
they survived despite these challenges.

Every restaurant owner with hopes of
making it through the COVID-19 crisis
had to choose a survival strategy that
worked. I would like to bring attention
to all four of these restaurants, which
are now open or in the process of re-
opening post-pandemic. This is a major
feat worth celebrating, especially since
they faced unprecedented challenges to
an already vulnerable industry.

In Charleston, in South Carolina’s
First Congressional District, our hospi-
tality and restaurant industry has been
critically hit. These companies and
restaurants had to prompt guests to
wear masks, in line with city regula-
tions; and if they weren’t out by 11
p.m., they had to go, by State order.

But so many were determined to up-
hold the same hospitality standards
they had in place prior to the pan-
demic. Vintage Lounge, Butcher & Bee,
Harold’s Cabin, and Chasing Sage,
among hundreds of other restaurants,
are now open for business again. I com-
mend their stories of success during
the pandemic.

RECOGNIZING TEE YOUNG AND PRESTON WHITE

Ms. MACE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
with great honor and pride to bring
awareness to two constituents in South
Carolina’s First Congressional District
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for their fantastic effort they put forth
in our community.

Tee Young and Preston White helped
facilitate the First Annual Crosstown
Basketball Tournament, which was
held in Hampton Park this last Satur-
day, just next door to my alma mater,
the Citadel.

These young men arranged the tour-
nament as a way to bring the east and
west sides of the city of Charleston to-
gether and provide a nice evening for
the community filled with food and
basketball.

I cannot be more proud of Tee and
Preston showing Charleston and South
Carolina and all of our communities
how we are stronger and better to-
gether and showing how strong
Charleston is.

God bless these young men, the State
of South Carolina, and the United
States of America.

———————

PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS
CAN REBUILD INFRASTRUCTURE
EFFECTIVELY FOR LESS MONEY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. BARR) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak about the importance of our
Nation’s infrastructure and how to re-
build our transportation system the
right way.

While we are hearing about the var-
ious proposals from Congress and the
administration that would raise taxes
or add to the deficit to spend hundreds
of billions of dollars and even trillions
of dollars on infrastructure, I would
suggest that this body take a closer
look at how frequently infrastructure
can be built effectively without further
burdening the taxpayer or our children
for generations to come.

As a member of the House Financial
Services Committee, I hear routinely
from the private sector, the financial
services industry, banks, insurance
companies, asset managers, pension
funds, private equity firms, life insur-
ance firms, and the like that trillions
of dollars of private capital is readily
available to efficiently rebuild our Na-
tion’s infrastructure without under-
mining American competitiveness
through higher taxes.

Public-private partnerships utilize
the best features of the public sector
and the private sector to finance, de-
sign, build, and even operate our crit-
ical infrastructure necessary to sup-
port safe and efficient channels of com-
merce, grow our economy, and sustain
our quality of life.

The best example I have seen comes
from my own State of Kentucky, where
the small community of Brandenburg
partnered with a contractor, The Walk-
er Company, and GRW Engineers, to
design, build, and finance a new waste-
water treatment plant for Branden-
burg. This project had significant ur-
gency due to the announcement that
Nucor Steel intended to build a new
$1.7 billion steel mill on the property

June 23, 2021

that included the site of the existing
treatment plant.

The P3 delivery method, authorized
by Kentucky statutes passed in 2016,
was utilized to cut $3.5 million in cost
from the $8.3 million project and to
save at least one year over the normal
taxpayer-financed, design-bid-build
process.

Relocating this plant in a timely and
cost-effective manner allowed Nucor
Steel to begin construction of its facil-
ity, which soon will bring over 400
good-paying jobs to the region.

Mr. Speaker, whatever infrastructure
bill emerges from this Congress, 1
would urge my colleagues to reject the
Biden administration’s call for growth-
destroying tax increases and instead
look to America’s deep and liquid cap-
ital markets as the solution and use
public-private partnerships as a signifi-
cant feature of the legislation.

RECOGNIZING OUR NATION’S POLICE OFFICERS

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize our Nation’s police offi-
cers and honor the sacrifices that
many brave men and women of law en-
forcement make every single day.

We mourn for Detective James Kirk,
Officer Martez Hughes, and Special
Deputy Sheriff Lee Daniel Manns from
Kentucky, as well as the hundreds of
other law enforcement officers from
across the country who have given
their lives in the line of duty over the
last year.

Beginning in 1962, President John F.
Kennedy signed into law a proclama-
tion designating May 15 as Peace Offi-
cers Memorial Day, and the week in
which that date falls as National Po-
lice Week. Republicans and Democrats
continued the tradition of honoring of-
ficers who serve and officers who died
in the line of duty each year since.

Sadly, Mr. Speaker, President Biden
broke this tradition in his proclama-
tion on May 7 and politicized this
year’s National Police Week and Peace
Officers Memorial Day by criticizing
police for the distrust that some Amer-
icans have of law enforcement.

Mr. Speaker, blaming the police for
the increase in antipolice sentiment is
not how we honor those who swear an
oath to wuphold public trust, even
though the officers may become tar-
gets for senseless acts of violence.
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According to the FBI’'s Law Enforce-
ment Officers Killed and Assaulted
database, fatal felony attacks on offi-
cers spiked 31.6 percent in early 2021.
This comes on the heels of our Nation’s
major cities, Chicago, New York, and
Los Angeles, all vowing to defund their
police departments. It is no wonder
why these cities have tragically seen a
devastating and dramatic increase in
homicides and shootings in 2021. This is
what you get when you call for
defunding the police.

To our brave law enforcement offi-
cers who protect and serve our commu-
nities, I stand with you, and I am
grateful for all you do to keep us safe.
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I will always defend and fight against
defunding the police.
HONORING SHEILA CURRANS

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor a dedicated leader in rural
healthcare.

After 48 years, Sheila Currans retires
as the CEO of Harrison Memorial Hos-
pital. Mrs. Currans’ service began as a
high school candy striper. She served
as a medical-surgical nurse, an ICU/
CCU head nurse, and supervisor of
nursing. She led for 5 years as COO and
then was named CEO in 2009.

Harrison Memorial Hospital, located
in rural Cynthiana, Kentucky, serves
people from a seven-county region and
is one of the few remaining inde-
pendent, not-for-profit hospitals in
Kentucky.

The people of Harrison County and
the surrounding counties have been
fortunate to have a great leader in Mrs.
Currans and her passion for healthcare
excellence, leadership experience, and
understanding of rural healthcare
needs. She will be missed, and I wish
Sheila Currans all the best in her well-
deserved retirement.

———

PRESERVE HYDE AMENDMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MOONEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to discuss our most fundamental
God-given right, our right to life.

Enshrined in our Declaration of Inde-
pendence is life, liberty, and the pur-
suit of happiness. Our government
should reflect this commitment to life,
but the continued practice of abortion-
on-demand across the country runs
contrary to this commitment. Abor-
tion deprives innocent, defenseless, un-
born babies of their right to life.

Thankfully, there are certain legal
protections, like the Hyde amendment,
in place to safeguard hardworking
Americans’ tax dollars and save lives.
The Hyde amendment simply prevents
the taxpayer funding of abortions.
Since 1976, the Hyde amendment has
saved 2.5 million lives.

According to a Marist poll taken this
year, the vast majority of Republicans
and Independents, and nearly a third of
Democrats, believe that tax dollars
should not be used to pay for abortions.

Since 1976, Republican and Democrat
Members of Congress have found agree-
ment in keeping the Hyde amendment.
President Biden himself publicly sup-
ported the Hyde amendment for dec-
ades. In a 1977 letter to constituents,
which I have right here, Senator Biden
wrote that voting to support the Hyde
amendment ‘‘is the position which I
have consistently supported.”

He goes on to say: ‘“The Senate, how-
ever, passed a broader definition of the
circumstances under which Medicaid
funds could be used to pay for an abor-
tion. I did not support this version.”
Those are Senator Biden’s words.

Furthermore, in 1994, in another let-
ter to a constituent at the time, Sen-
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ator Biden upheld his support of Hyde
protections, saying: ‘“Those of us who
are opposed to abortion should not be
compelled to pay for them.”

But today, President Biden has
kowtowed to the radical left and has
removed Hyde protections from his
budget proposal. President Biden is
turning his back on innocent life in
their mother’s womb.

The Hyde amendment has saved mil-
lions of lives and has stopped Ameri-
cans who are morally opposed to abor-
tion from being forced to pay for it.

I call on President Biden to return to
his previous position, which opposed
the taxpayer funding of abortion, abide
by the teaching of his own self-pro-
fessed Catholic faith, and follow the
lead of his predecessors from both sides
of the aisle who preserved the Hyde
amendment in their Presidential budg-
et proposals.

————
HONORING KENNETH C. THAYER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. TENNEY) for 5 minutes.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the incredible life
and military career of one of New York
State’s most decorated World War II
veterans, U.S. Army National Guard
veteran Private First Class Kenneth C.
Thayer, the handsome man you see pic-
tured behind me.

Mr. Thayer is part of a distinguished
National Guard unit that displayed he-
roic and patriotic service in defense of
the United States. In recognition of his
unwavering service to our Nation, I re-
cently had the opportunity to present
Mr. Thayer with the Presidential Unit
Citation, one of the highest honors a
military unit can receive. Here is the
picture of me meeting Mr. Thayer this
weekend.

The Army has requested this Presi-
dential Unit Citation for the 30th In-
fantry Division since 1946. It wasn’t
until last year, nearly 75 years later,
that President Trump recognized this
unit and the well-deserving group of
men for their selfless acts of bravery
and devotion to our country.

Mr. Thayer was a soldier in the Na-
tional Guard’s 30th Infantry Division, a
unit known for their exemplary con-
duct in both World War I and World
War II. The 30th Division was formed in
1917, soon after the United States had
entered World War I. They fought hero-
ically in France against the German
Army, and once the war ended, they re-
turned to their prewar status in the
National Guard.

Then, on September 1, 1939, Hitler in-
vaded Poland, initiating World War II.
The 30th Division was quickly rein-
stated by 1940 and called upon to fight.
They first saw combat on Omaha Beach
on June 11, 1944.

Mr. Thayer entered Active service on
December 9, 1943, just 2 years after the
Japanese attacked Pearl Harbor. A
Utica native, Mr. Thayer was sent to
the 30th after recovering from an in-
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jury he sustained in 1944. His division
was nicknamed ‘‘Old Hickory” because
the majority of the men were from
Southern States closely associated
with President Andrew Jackson, and
Mr. Thayer would grow very close with
many of them.

The 30th would go on to become one
of the most important forces in the
United States’ European Theater Oper-
ations. The 30th Division was in active
combat from June 1944 to April 1945, a
total of 282 days.

One of its most challenging battles
was fought at Mortain, France. From
August 6, 1944, to August 12, 1944, the
30th Infantry Division was faced with
continuous attack from German forces,
who were attempting to break through
Allied lines.

Over 2,000 men in this division alone
died while fighting to drive Germans
from France, but the courage of this di-
vision helped turn the tide of the war
and will be remembered for generations
to come.

Mr. Thayer coauthored two volumes
titled ‘“The Young Liberators: From
Civilian to Soldier’—I have the book
here, a wonderful account—with histo-
rian Allan Foote, whose father also
served in the 30th Infantry Division
during World War II, Master Sergeant
Arthur A. Foote.

Writing about one of the artillery
barrages during that period, Mr.
Thayer states in his book: ‘I kept on
scrambling around in a futile attempt
to find someone, anyone I could help.
. . . Out of 220 men, I was the only sur-
vivor. It was an absolute nightmare.”

It is almost impossible to imagine
the atrocities that these men wit-
nessed. As Americans, we remember
the bravery and sacrifice that Mr.
Thayer and so many of the 30th en-
dured.

Between June 1944 and May 1945, the
men of the United States 30th Infantry
Division participated in every major
Western European campaign, from Nor-
mandy to the Elbe River. Known as the
“Workhorse of the Western Front,” the
30th was ranked as the top infantry di-
vision by a team of historians who
worked under General Eisenhower. His
chief historian, Colonel S.L.A. Mar-
shall, declared the 30th ‘‘the finest in-
fantry division in the European The-
ater of Operations.”

The reputation of Old Hickory is that
of resolute dedication and valor. They
are viewed as heroic not only to Ameri-
cans but to those whom they saved
overseas.

For instance, in the Netherlands,
where the 30th Division liberated the
town of Maastricht, the townspeople
created a cemetery for these lost souls.
To this day, the community continues
to place American flags at the
gravesites every May in their memory.
The town officials still keep in touch
with Mr. Thayer even though he is liv-
ing in assisted living.

For this service, Mr. Thayer has been
awarded the Distinguished Service
Cross, two Bronze Stars, and three Pur-
ple Hearts.
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A man of incredible courage and per-
sonal fortitude, Mr. Thayer is a true
hero. He served our Nation through
tremendous strife, yet he remains hum-
ble, gracious, and incredibly sharp.

It was an honor to meet Mr. Thayer,
along with his coauthor, Allan Foote,
this past weekend and present him
with this well-deserved recognition.
His life of courage and commitment to
our Nation is unparalleled. It would
have been easy for him to give up in
the face of evil, but Mr. Thayer and the
men of the 30th Infantry never gave up.
They were fiercely dedicated to chang-
ing the course of the war, and they
worked fearlessly to ensure that Amer-
ica and freedom would prevail.

It is truly an honor to share Mr.
Thayer’s unique story in this historic
Chamber today. It was the opportunity
of a lifetime to spend time with Mr.
Thayer and hear his firsthand account
of his experiences as a critical player
in this major event of human history.

At age 95, nearly 96, he is the last
survivor of this venerable group of he-
roes. We will remember him, and we
thank him for his great service.

I highly recommend this wonderful
book by this great veteran of World
War II.

———

REPUBLICANS PLAN FOR REAL
AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. NEHLS) for 56 minutes.

Mr. NEHLS. Mr. Speaker, as the
American economy struggles to re-
cover from COVID, the last thing we
need is more wasteful spending on lib-
eral priorities.

Inflation is higher than it has ever
been in over a decade, and businesses
are struggling to get workers back to
work because of the lavish handouts
from our Federal Government.

What our country needs is a pure in-
vestment in American infrastructure,
one that would put people back to
work and increase mobility for Ameri-
cans; new roads, bridges, and pipelines
built by Americans for Americans.

Unfortunately, the Democrats have
yet again decided to play politics with
America’s future. Rather than invest-
ing heavily in new roads, pipelines, and
bridges, Democrats are using their in-
frastructure bill as a means to push
radical left ideas on energy, leaving
out oil and gas workers while funding
goes toward achieving the Green New
Deal.

House Republicans have introduced
our version of real American infra-
structure. It is $460 billion versus the
Democrats’ $1 trillion plan. It includes
investment in roads, bridges, and tran-
sit, water infrastructure, and
broadband. It will help put Americans
back to work and build a brighter fu-
ture for America.

That is what real American infra-
structure is about, not pushing far-left
policies to appease the base. If the
Democrats ever get serious about
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wanting to build out America’s infra-
structure, Republicans are ready to
work with them.

———————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 42
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
0 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to oyder by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. SANCHEZ) at noon.

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret
Grun Kibben, offered the following

prayer:

Loving God, You who have been re-
vealed in  Scriptures, proclaimed
through countless testimonies, and

made known through innumerable and
profound displays of Your steadfast
love, how humbling it is to realize that
You, O God, have called each one of us
to this time and to this place to have
a role to play in the revelation of Your
gracious plan for all of creation.

When we are called to account for
this hope we find in You, may we not
be found wanting, but may we be pre-
pared and willing to give answer.

When we are confronted by the
counter-narratives of cynicism and bit-
terness, may our words provide witness
to Your truth.

When we are convinced of our self-
sufficiency only to discover our inad-
equacy, may You be merciful to us.

And when we stray from the calling
to which You have called us, call us
back that we may once again respond
to Your grace and follow You.

Today may our words be as if they
were Your own and our service be for-
tified with the strength that You alone
provide, that You would be glorified in
the living of our lives.

It is in Your sovereign name we pray.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 11(a) of House Resolu-
tion 188, the Journal of the last day’s
proceedings is approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
BROWNLEY) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. BROWNLEY led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
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lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

———

NATION-BUILDING HERE AT HOME

(Mr. HIGGINS of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS of New York. Madam
Speaker, I rise today in support of the
Innovation Centers Acceleration Act,
introduced by my friend and colleague,
JOE MORELLE.

This bill creates an $80 billion na-
tional competition that could direct
new resources for communities like
Rochester, Buffalo, and western New
York to foster innovation and create
new jobs and opportunities.

I am also a cosponsor of the Endless
Frontiers Act, a version which passed
the Senate with the support of our Sen-
ators, that would create similar oppor-
tunities and competition.

For too long, Congress has lacked the
vision to nation-build here at home.
Now we can enact a plan to compete
with China and foster new opportunity
and growth.

Groups like the Northland Workforce
Training Center, the M&T Bank’s tech-
nology hub, and the Thomas Beecher
Innovation Center are leading the way
in creating tech ecosystems in my re-
gion.

Enacting this bill could help propel
these entities to achieve their full po-
tential for the benefit of the entire
community that could last for genera-
tions.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

——————

PROTECTING THE HYDE
AMENDMENT

(Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, one of the most sacred Amer-
ican values is the right to life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness.

The right to life is not to be for-
saken, and today we see Democrats re-
ject the science of life and the fact that
life begins at conception.

One of the longstanding acts of bipar-
tisanship is the Hyde amendment, with
one of its most vocal supporters being
then-Senator Joe Biden. Since first en-
acted in 1976, it has saved over 2.4 mil-
lion innocent lives.

Americans who hold their pro-life
convictions should not be forced to
front the bill for abortion services and
violate their belief that life is worthy
of protecting.

President Biden’s recent budget pro-
posal excludes this lifesaving amend-
ment after 40 years of being included.
This should not be controversial.
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I will continue to fight to uphold the
Hyde amendment and make sure not
one dollar of taxpayer dollars goes to
destroy the life of an unborn child.
These children are the future of our
country.

Life is too sacred, and we must re-
spect the millions of Americans who
believe everyone has a right to life.

In God we trust.

———

HELP IS ON THE WAY

(Ms. BROWNLEY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. BROWNLEY. Madam Speaker,
many families across the country have
felt the crushing economic burden of
the pandemic, but additional help is on
the way.

The American Rescue Plan is deliv-
ering on President Biden’s promise to
help working families make ends meet.
This once-in-a-generation investment
includes an expanded child tax credit,
and many American families are eligi-
ble for a refund of up to $3,600 per child,
with $300 monthly payments beginning
on July 15.

This direct assistance to families will
help parents put food on the table, buy
clothing for their children, or pay for
other expenses while building better
lives for their families. These tax cred-
its will also help lift millions of fami-
lies and children out of poverty, includ-
ing more than 145,000 children in my
district of Ventura County in Cali-
fornia.

Ending childhood poverty will help
increase educational attainment and
lifetime earnings, allowing for a pros-
perous future for America’s families
and children. The expanded child tax
credit also ensures families can keep
more of their hard-earned money and
keep our Nation on the path to recov-
ery.

———

ABORTION IS NOT HEALTHCARE

(Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of the Hyde amendment and
stand to denounce President Biden’s
budget that proposes the most radical
pro-abortion budget in decades.

For nearly 45 years, the Hyde amend-
ment has saved millions of lives by en-
suring no taxpayer dollars are appro-
priated to support abortion services.
This amendment has been included in
every single government funding bill
with widespread support since 1976.
Even President Biden himself voted in
favor of the amendment for decades.

What has changed? Who is running
the show at the White House?

The Democrats love to talk about the
big lie. The biggest lie in the country
right now is President Biden’s promise
to be bipartisan.
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The good people of eastern North
Carolina do not want their hard-earned
tax dollars paying for abortions, like
done with Planned Parenthood. We
must put faith and family back in the
center of our lives and promote policies
that support our innocent unborn.

I am a physician. Abortion is not
healthcare. It is murder. The Constitu-
tion is clear on our right to life, and
the Hyde amendment protects that. I
believe the Hyde amendment should be
included in every budget.

————

WHEN FAMILIES DO WELL, OUR
NATION DOES WELL

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Madam Speaker, with each pass-
ing week, we are seeing the tremendous
impact of the American Rescue Plan on
our Nation, in New York State, in New
York City, and in my own district of
New York 12.

Included in the American Rescue
Plan is the 1l-year expansion of the
child tax credit. Next month, families
will begin to receive credits of up to
$300 per month to help with food, to
help with rent, to help with the cost of
childcare.

It is estimated that this funding will
cut childhood poverty in half. Let me
repeat that. It will cut childhood pov-
erty in half. In my district alone, New
York 12, this will help 54,000 children
and lift nearly 5,000 children out of
poverty.

Knowing the impact this tax credit
will have on our families, I am asking
all of my colleagues to join me in
working to make it permanent.

When families do well, our Nation
does well.

————

WE DESERVE ANSWERS ON COVID-
19°’S ORIGINS

(Mr. PFLUGER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PFLUGER. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to demand answers and call
for all intelligence into the origins of
the COVID-19 virus to be declassified.

The United States should not rely on
the World Health Organization, the
same organization that covered for the
Chinese Communist Party in the early
days of the pandemic, to deliver an-
swers to the American public about the
origins of a virus that wrecked our
economy and tragically claimed hun-
dreds of thousands of American lives.

In April of last year, President
Trump and Secretary Pompeo raised
concerns of a COVID-19 lab leak. These
concerns were completely ignored and
censored by social media companies
and traditional news outlets due to
their vitriol and hatred for the former
President. Now Speaker PELOSI and
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House Democrats are stonewalling
House Republicans’ efforts to deliver
answers.

It is our responsibility to keep this
country safe. If the CCP is indeed found
responsible for the leak and cover-up,
they must be held accountable for the
needless loss of life and for our econ-
omy.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to immediately join Repub-
licans in our call for answers. The
American people, and all those around
the world who have lost loved ones, de-
serve answers.

———————

CHILD TAX CREDIT BRINGS MUCH-
NEEDED RELIEF

(Ms. UNDERWOOD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Speaker,
on Monday, I had the privilege of join-
ing my colleagues, Representatives
BIiLL FOSTER and SEAN CASTEN, and
three incredible working mothers from
my community, to speak about the im-
portance of the expanded child tax
credit.

We heard from these working moms
how the child tax credit will deliver
much-needed relief for their families
after an incredibly difficult year. They
will no longer have to worry about how
they will afford their mortgage,
childcare, and putting food on the table
for themselves and their kids.

It is estimated that the expanded
credit will cut child poverty in half,
lifting 5,400 kids in my district out of
poverty and benefiting thousands
more.

We must sustain this investment in
our kids and working families by mak-
ing the child tax credit permanent to
ensure millions of children have the re-
sources they need for a brighter future.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2062, PROTECTING OLDER
WORKERS AGAINST DISCRIMINA-
TION ACT OF 2021; PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 239,
EQUAL ACCESS TO CONTRACEP-
TION FOR VETERANS ACT; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1443, LGBTQ BUSINESS
EQUAL CREDIT ENFORCEMENT
AND INVESTMENT ACT; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
S.J. RES. 13, PROVIDING FOR
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL
OF THE RULE SUBMITTED BY
THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OP-
PORTUNITY COMMISSION RELAT-
ING TO “UPDATE OF COMMIS-
SION’S CONCILIATION PROCE-
DURES”’; PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF S8.J. RES. 14,
PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE ENVIRON-
MENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
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RELATING TO “OIL AND NAT-
URAL GAS SECTOR: EMISSION
STANDARDS FOR NEW, RECON-
STRUCTED, AND MODIFIED
SOURCES REVIEW”; AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
S.J. RES. 15, PROVIDING FOR
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL
OF THE RULE SUBMITTED BY
THE OFFICE OF THE COMP-
TROLLER OF CURRENCY RELAT-

ING TO “NATIONAL BANKS AND
FEDERAL SAVINGS  ASSOCIA-
TIONS AS LENDERS”; AND FOR

OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 486 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 486

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 2062) to amend the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act of 1967
and other laws to clarify appropriate stand-
ards for Federal employment discrimination
and retaliation claims, and for other pur-
poses. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. In lieu of the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Education
and Labor now printed in the bill, an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute consisting
of the text of Rules Committee Print 117-6,
modified by the amendment printed in part
A of the report of the Committee on Rules
accompanying this resolution, shall be con-
sidered as adopted. The bill, as amended,
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as
amended, and on any further amendment
thereto, to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Education and Labor or their respective des-
ignees; (2) the further amendments described
in section 2 of this resolution; (3) the amend-
ments en bloc described in section 3 of this
resolution; and (4) one motion to recommit.

SEC. 2. After debate pursuant to the first
section of this resolution, each further
amendment printed in part B of the report of
the Committee on Rules not earlier consid-
ered as part of amendments en bloc pursuant
to section 3 of this resolution shall be con-
sidered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
may be withdrawn by the proponent at any
time before the question is put thereon, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of the
question.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time
after debate pursuant to the first section of
this resolution for the chair of the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor or his des-
ignee to offer amendments en bloc consisting
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of further amendments printed in part B of
the report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution not earlier disposed
of. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to
this section shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor or their respective des-
ignees, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question.

SEC. 4. All points of order against the fur-
ther amendments printed in part B of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules or amend-
ments en bloc described in section 3 of this
resolution are waived.

SEC. 5. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 239) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for limitations on co-
payments for contraception furnished by the
Department of Veterans Affairs, and for
other purposes. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. The bill
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and on any
amendment thereto to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs or their re-
spective designees; and (2) one motion to re-
commit.

SEC. 6. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 1443) to amend the Equal Credit
Opportunity Act to require the collection of
small business loan data related to LGBTQ-
owned businesses. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. In lieu
of the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Committee on
Financial Services now printed in the bill, an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 117-7 shall be considered as adopted.
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as
read. All points of order against provisions
in the bill, as amended, are waived. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill, as amended, and on any further
amendment thereto, to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Financial Services or their re-
spective designees; and (2) one motion to re-
commit.

SEC. 7. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
joint resolution (S.J. Res. 13) providing for
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission relating to ‘‘Update of
Commission’s Conciliation Procedures”. All
points of order against consideration of the
joint resolution are waived. The joint resolu-
tion shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the joint resolu-
tion are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the joint resolu-
tion and on any amendment thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except:
(1) one hour of debate equally divided and
controlled by the chair and ranking minority

June 23, 2021

member of the Committee on Education and
Labor or their respective designees; and (2)
one motion to commit.

SEC. 8. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
joint resolution (S.J. Res. 14) providing for
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Environmental Protection
Agency relating to ‘“Oil and Natural Gas
Sector: Emission Standards for New, Recon-
structed, and Modified Sources Review’. All
points of order against consideration of the
joint resolution are waived. The joint resolu-
tion shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the joint resolu-
tion are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the joint resolu-
tion and on any amendment thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except:
(1) one hour of debate equally divided and
controlled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce or their respective designees; and
(2) one motion to commit.

SEC. 9. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
joint resolution (S.J. Res. 15) providing for
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Office of the Comptroller of
Currency relating to ‘‘National Banks and
Federal Savings Associations as Lenders’.
All points of order against consideration of
the joint resolution are waived. The joint
resolution shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the
joint resolution are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the joint resolution and on any amendment
thereto to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Financial Services or their respective des-
ignees; and (2) one motion to commit.

SEC. 10. House Resolution 485 is hereby
adopted.

SEC. 11. (a) At any time through the legis-
lative day of Friday, June 25, 2021, the
Speaker may entertain motions offered by
the Majority Leader or a designee that the
House suspend the rules as though under
clause 1 of rule XV with respect to multiple
measures described in subsection (b), and the
Chair shall put the question on any such mo-
tion without debate or intervening motion.

(b) A measure referred to in subsection (a)
includes any measure that was the object of
a motion to suspend the rules on the legisla-
tive day of June 22, 2021, or June 23, 2021, in
the form as so offered, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered and further proceedings
postponed pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX.

(c) Upon the offering of a motion pursuant
to subsection (a) concerning multiple meas-
ures, the ordering of the yeas and nays on
postponed motions to suspend the rules with
respect to such measures is vacated to the
end that all such motions are considered as
withdrawn.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized
for 1 hour.
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Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, yes-
terday, the Rules Committee met and
reported a rule, House Resolution 486,
providing for consideration of H.R.
2062, the Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act, under a
structured rule. It provides 1 hour of
debate equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor. It self-executes a
manager’s amendment from Chairman
ScoTT and makes in order five amend-
ments. The rule provides for en bloc
authority to Chairman ScCOTT or his
designee and for one motion to recom-
mit.

The rule also provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 239, the Equal Access to
Contraception for Veterans Act, under
a closed rule. It provides 1 hour of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs and provides for one motion to re-
commit.

The rule also provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 1443, the LGBTQ Business
Equal Credit Enforcement and Invest-
ment Act, under a closed rule. It pro-
vides 1 hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee
on Financial Services and provides for
one motion to recommit.

The rule further provides for consid-
eration of S.J. Res. 13, S.J. Res. 14, and
S.J. Res. 15 under closed rules. It pro-
vides the Committees on Education
and Labor, Energy and Commerce, and
Financial Services each 1 hour of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by
their respective chairs and ranking mi-
nority members. It also provides each
joint resolution one motion to recom-
mit.

Finally, the rule deems passage of H.
Res. 485 and provides the majority
leader or his designee the ability to en
bloc requested rollcall votes on suspen-
sion bills considered on June 22 or 23.
This authority lasts through June 25.

Madam Speaker, the House is set to
take up a number of critical bills and
resolutions in this rule, but I would
like to begin by saying a few words
about H.R. 2062, the Protecting Older
Workers Against Discrimination Act.

Instances of age discrimination at
the workplace, including being passed
up for a promotion or forced to retire
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early, are far too common across the
country. A recent survey conducted by
AARP found that nearly two out of
three workers 45 years and older have
seen or experienced age discrimination
while on the job.

Importantly, we can expect this prob-
lem to be exacerbated in the coming
years by the continued growth of the
number of older workers in America,
which is outpacing the growth of the
overall labor force.

Discrimination against workers is
not only unfair and morally wrong; it
creates a major drag on the U.S. econ-
omy. According to a recent report, the
economy missed out on an additional
$850 billion in GDP in 2018 all because
older workers aged 50 years and older
were not given the opportunity to re-
main in or re-enter the labor force,
switch jobs, or be promoted within
their existing company. Clearly, age
discrimination not only harms older
workers; it harms the country as a
whole.

Despite the enormity of this problem,
the Supreme Court in 2009 made it
much more difficult for age discrimina-
tion lawsuits to be successful. The
Court’s ruling in Gross v. FBL Finan-
cial Services, Inc. imposed a much
higher burden of proof on plaintiffs al-
leging discrimination than previously
required under the Age Discrimination
in Employment Act passed by Congress
in 1967.

This new standard from Gross re-
quires plaintiffs to prove that age dis-
crimination was the decisive, deter-
minative but-for cause for any adverse
employment action taken by the em-
ployer. The new sole-factor test re-
placed decades of precedent allowing
that employees need only show that
their age was a key factor, potentially
among other factors, in the employer’s
adverse employment action.

The Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act simply re-
stores the pre-2009 evidentiary thresh-
old, allowing individuals to show a dis-
criminatory motive was merely a key
factor for the adverse employment ac-
tion, which is consistent with the
standard for other workplace discrimi-
nation claims based on race, religion,
sex, or national origin. This legislation
ensures that older workers can pursue
their livelihoods and hold employers
accountable for age discrimination.

This rule also sets up consideration
of three Congressional Review Act res-
olutions, all of which overturn harmful
rulemaking implemented by the Trump
administration.

S.J. Res. 13 overturns a rule finalized
by the Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission that provides employers
with significant unfair advantages dur-
ing the informal conciliation process,
which allows parties to settle a charge
of employer discrimination without
going to court.

S.J. Res. 14 overturns efforts by the
Trump EPA to gut a 2016 rule finalized
by the Obama administration, which
placed critically important limits on
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methane emissions from the oil and gas
industry sector.

The last CRA resolution overturns
the Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency’s true lender rule, which
makes it easier for predatory lenders
to launder loans through out-of-State
banks that are not subject to State in-
terest rate caps. Prior to this rule, the
““¢rue lender” in partnerships between
banks and nonbank financial service
companies was whichever entity had
the primary economic interest in the
loan. This harmful OCC action changed
the test for the ‘‘true lender’ to be
simply whichever bank is listed on the
loan origination documents, making it
extraordinarily easy to create a rent-a-
bank relationship between nationally
chartered banks and nonbanks, allow-
ing nonbanks to avoid State interest
rate cap laws where they are actually
doing business.

Especially during the midst of a
once-in-a-lifetime pandemic and eco-
nomic crisis, it is astounding that the
Trump administration chose to focus
on making it easier for predatory lend-
ers to take advantage of Americans in
need.

Finally, the House is also set to con-
sider two additional bills. The Equal
Access to Contraception for Veterans
Act, H.R. 239, prohibits the Department
of Veterans Affairs from requiring co-
payments for contraception coverage,
bringing the policy in line with the De-
partment of Defense and the private
sector. The second bill, LGBTQ Busi-
ness Equal Credit Enforcement and In-
vestment Act, H.R. 1443, requires finan-
cial institutions to collect the sexual
orientation and gender identity of the
principal owners of small businesses, in
addition to existing requirements that
institutions collect data on sex, race,
and ethnicity.

Both of these bills should be non-
controversial. Although Members of
the House Republican Conference
inexplicably blocked these bills from
passing under suspension last week, I
am Dpleased that we will not further
delay passage of this critical legisla-
tion.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this rule, the Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act, three
CRAs to overturn harmful administra-
tion actions of the previous adminis-
tration, and commonsense legislation
to support women veterans and the
LGBTQ business community.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I thank Mr.
MoORELLE for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes. I would parentheti-
cally note that it took about 30 min-
utes to read the actual rule itself, so
this is one of the longer rules that we
have had under consideration.

There are six measures included in
this rule. First is a bill that seeks to
protect older Americans from discrimi-
nation in the workplace, protection
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which already exists. There are two
bills that failed to pass on suspension
last week, and three Congressional Re-
view Act resolutions.

The legislation considered in this
rule will revoke commonsense regula-
tions, expand the Federal Government,
and create duplicative and unnecessary
red tape for America’s small busi-
nesses, employees, and consumers.
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In 1967, Congress enacted the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act to
protect applicants and employees over
40 years old from discrimination on the
basis of age in employment matters.
This act is enforced by the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission.

In 2009, the Supreme Court held in
the case of Gross v. FBL Financial
Services that the standard of proof for
a claim under the Age Discrimination
in Employment Act requires that age
stand alone as the cause of the adverse
action rather than in conjunction with
other evidentiary factors.

In 2013, the Supreme Court also
ruled, in the University of Texas
Southwestern Medical Center v. Naiel
Nassar, that the plaintiff must prove
that a retaliatory motive was the deci-
sive cause of an adverse employment
action.

H.R. 2062, the Protecting Older Work-
ers Against Discrimination Act, would
reverse the Supreme Court decisions by
allowing mixed-motive claims in Age
Discrimination Employment Act cases
where age would only need to be a mo-
tivating factor for discrimination, even
though other factors also motivated
discrimination. In other words, the bill
shifts the burden of proof to allow
plaintiffs in age discrimination cases
to demonstrate that any practice by an
employer for which age was a moti-
vating factor is covered. Eliminating
the decisive factor approach disregards
two Supreme Court cases and existing
law.

Other provisions of H.R. 2062 prohibit
a court from awarding damages or re-
quiring any employment activity other
than injunctive relief, making the only
true beneficiaries of this legislation
members of the plaintiffs’ bar.

The Supreme Court stated in the
Nassar case that ‘‘lessening the causa-
tion standard could also contribute to
the filing of frivolous claims, which
would siphon resources from efforts by
employers, administrative agencies,
and courts to combat workplace har-
assment.”

Republicans are committed to elimi-
nating discrimination in the work-
place; that includes for older Ameri-
cans. Discrimination of any kind is al-
ready against the law through the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act,
the Americans with Disabilities Act,
the Rehabilitation Act, and the Civil
Rights Act.

Today’s rule also contains two bills
that were brought up on suspension
last week but were unable to pass with
the required two-thirds vote: The
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Equal Access to Contraception for Vet-
erans Act, and the LGBTQ Business
Equal Credit Enforcement and Invest-
ment Act.

The final three measures included in
the rule utilize the Congressional Re-
view Act to overturn three Trump-era
rules that attempted to provide com-
monsense regulations, reduce red tape,
and to promote transparency. But in
the zeal to repeal all things Trump,
commonsense reduction of red tape,
and promoting transparency may just
be regarded as collateral damage, as
everything associated with the former
President must be undone in the eyes
of House Democrats.

First, S.J. Res. 15 nullifies a rule sub-
mitted by the Office of the Comptroller
of the Currency relating to National
Banks and Federal Savings Associa-
tions as Lenders. This agency rule pro-
vides clarity by determining exactly
when a national bank or a Federal sav-
ings association is, in fact, the ‘‘true
lender” when partnering with a third
party to provide loans.

In today’s markets, it is common for
financial technology companies to
partner with banks to meet the needs
of their consumers. TUnfortunately,
Court rulings have created uncertainty
when partnerships occur in deter-
mining who is the ‘‘true lender’” in
these circumstances.

This Office of Comptroller of the Cur-
rency rule provides much-needed clar-
ity for market participants and ensures
consumers are, in fact, adequately pro-
tected. Federal law requires ‘‘true lend-
ers’” to comply with certain consumer
protection laws, and clearly delin-
eating the ‘‘true lender” will eliminate
this uncertainty.

While the majority claims that this
rule gives a green light to predatory re-
lationships by allowing a ‘‘rent-a-char-
ter”’ partnership, this could not be fur-
ther from the truth. This rule provides
greater transparency into such prac-
tices, allowing better protections for
consumers. With more transparency
comes more accountability; after all,
sunlight is the best disinfectant.

The next resolution, S.J. Res. 13, uses
the Congressional Review Act to nul-
lify the Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission’s rule titled ‘“‘Up-
date of Commission’s Conciliation Pro-
cedures.” Conciliation is a process by
which two parties may resolve disputes
informally and confidentially without
ever having to go to court.

The Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission rule is designed to bring
its conciliation procedures in line with
the Supreme Court’s decision in Mach
Mining, LLC v. EEOC, and would up-
date these procedures for the first time
since 1977.

By encouraging the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission claims
to be resolved outside of court, this
rule ensures that disputes can be re-
solved at less expense in a more timely
basis and ensure accountability.

Passing S.J. Res. 13 would not pro-
mote a better workplace for employees;
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it would only encourage more litiga-
tion. And by utilizing the Congres-
sional Review Act, this resolution
would prevent the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission from ever up-
dating its conciliation procedures
without additional Congressional ac-
tion. Simply put, this resolution would
only make it more difficult to settle
workplace disputes.

The final resolution in this rule is
S.J. Res. 14, which would use the Con-
gressional Review Act to nullify the
Environmental Protection Agency’s
rule titled ‘“Oil and Natural Gas Sec-
tor: Emission standards for New, Re-
constructed, and Modified Sources Re-
view.” Should this be signed into law,
it would have significant ramifications
for America’s energy industry but, in
fact, it would have little impact on
America’s public health or America’s
environment.

In 2020, the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency issued new regulations
that right-sized New Source Perform-
ance Standards for the oil and gas in-
dustry. Despite the hyperbolic lan-
guage in the media and from interest
groups, the Environmental Protection
Agency found that these methane rules
had no real impact on emissions.

Let’s say that again, because it is so
important: Despite the language in the
media and from interest groups, the
EPA found that these methane rules
had no real impact on emissions. Si-
multaneously, barriers to entry were
lifted and companies of all sizes were
able to compete. This allowed America
to regain its position as a global en-
ergy leader.

Throughout the Trump administra-
tion, Americans benefited from histori-
cally clean air and cleaner water.
Greenhouse gas emissions fell through-
out the Trump Presidency. The lesson
is quite simple: Promoting innovation
and investment in the energy sector is
a better way to promote economic and
environmental success.

I am very concerned about this reso-
lution’s impact, especially in my home
State of Texas. In recent months,
Americans have seen sharp increases,
sharp increases in the price of gasoline,
sharp increases in the price of elec-
tricity. Energy costs are rising, and
this resolution only threatens to send
them higher. History shows us that the
most substantive changes that can be
made occur faster through innovation
and not greater regulation.

Madam Speaker, I urge opposition to
the rule, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I appreciate very
much the comments from my friend
and my colleague on the Committee on
Rules, Mr. BURGESS.

I do want to just note that when it
comes to discrimination, the standard
that we use for discrimination in the
workplace that relates to race, reli-
gion, sex or national origin, is that
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those factors are a key motivating fac-
tor in an employment decision that al-
lows a claimant to come forward. That
is what we wish to make the standard
for age discrimination for older Ameri-
cans.

What is being suggested by my
friends on the other side of the aisle,
however, are two different standards.
In this case, when it comes to age dis-
crimination, that it needs to be the
sole factor. Prior to the 2009 Supreme
Court case, indeed these were on par.
The same standards would apply, the
same criteria that it be a key moti-
vating factor.

And frankly, when you think about
it, if you are an older American and
you are being denied a promotion, you
are being denied a pay raise, and your
employer suggests, well, you are a lit-
tle older, and oh, by the way—and lists
a couple other things. Well, because it
is not the sole factor that they articu-
lated, you don’t have a cause for a
claim. And we believe that there
shouldn’t be two different standards
when it comes to discrimination. If it
is a key motivating factor, which it
was up until the 2009 opinion, that is
how it should stand. And we should
make certain that the law of the land
when it relates to employment dis-
crimination is the same, whether or
not it is because of race, religion, sex,
national origin, or age.

Madam Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to
the distinguished gentlewoman from
California (Ms. BROWNLEY).

Ms. BROWNLEY. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in support of the rule pro-
viding consideration for my bill, the
Equal Access to Contraception for Vet-
erans Act.

As you know, this rule is necessary
to bring critical veterans’ healthcare
legislation to the floor, because last
week House Republicans failed to sup-
port the Equal Access to Contraception
for Veterans Act when it was consid-
ered under the suspension of the rules.

They voted ‘‘no’’ despite the bill hav-
ing passed in the 116th Congress by
voice vote with broad support.

They voted ‘‘no” despite the fact
that veterans’ service organizations
overwhelmingly support the bill.

They voted ‘‘no’”” despite the fact
that women veterans have put their
lives on the line for our country and
overwhelmingly want equal access to
healthcare.

They voted ‘‘no”’ despite 87 percent of
the American people supporting wom-
en’s access to contraception.

While it is both disappointing and
perplexing to me that anyone would
vote to deny women veterans equal ac-
cess to healthcare—the same
healthcare we give women currently
serving in the military—I am grateful
the Speaker and the majority leader
have given us—all of us—a second
chance to do what is right. I thank the
Committee on Rules for its swift ac-
tion.

Contraception is a medication used
by millions of Americans for a wide
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range of conditions, and it is estimated
that 62 percent of our Nation’s 2 mil-
lion women veterans use contracep-
tion. In addition to family planning,
contraception is used to treat or allevi-
ate migraines, acne, endometriosis, and
PCOS.

In fact, the median number of contra-
ception methods used by women in the
U.S. is three, and nearly one-third of
women in the U.S. have used five or
more methods over their lifetime. Con-
traception is essential to a women’s
whole health and to her economic secu-
rity. Yet women veterans who use VA
healthcare are not treated the same as
women in the military or civilian
women.

Addressing this inequality is long
overdue. All veterans and former serv-
icemembers deserve the very best
healthcare without any unnecessary
barriers. They earned it, and they de-
serve it.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to demonstrate their commit-
ment to the patriotic women who make
up 20 percent of our military and 10
percent of our veteran communities
and vote ‘‘yes’ on the rule so we can
bring the Equal Access to Contracep-
tion for Veterans back to the floor.

Let’s do the right thing, for equality,
health, and economic security for our
women who bravely served our country
for all of us to have the same.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule to immediately con-
sider H.R. 18, the No Taxpayer Funding
for Abortion and Abortion Insurance
Full Disclosure Act of 2021.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of my
amendment into the RECORD, along
with extraneous material, immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, this
bill, introduced by Representative
CHRIS SMITH, prohibits the use of Fed-
eral funds for abortions or for health
coverage that includes abortions.

The Hyde Amendment first passed
Congress in 1976 to ban Federal funding
for most abortions. President Biden’s
fiscal year 2022 budget request omits
this ban for the first time in over 40
years, breaking Ilongstanding prece-
dent.

H.R. 18 would make the ban on Fed-
eral funding for abortions permanent,
with exceptions for rape, incest, or if
the mother’s life is in danger.

Madam Speaker, I yield 3% minutes
to the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH), my good friend, and a true
leader on this issue, to further explain
the amendment.
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, more than 20 peer-reviewed
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studies show that more than 2.4 million
people are alive today in the United
States because of the Hyde amend-
ment, with about 60,000 babies spared
death by abortion each and every year.

Over 2.4 million girls and boys who
would have been aborted instead sur-
vived because taxpayer funding was un-
available to effectuate their violent de-
mise. Growing numbers of Americans,
Madam Speaker, continue to be
shocked to learn that the methods of
abortion include dismemberment of a
child’s fragile body, including decapita-
tion, and that drugs like RU-486 starve
the baby to death before he or she is
forcibly expelled from the womb. There
is nothing benign or compassionate
about abortion methods.

The multibillion-dollar abortion in-
dustry cleverly markets the sophistry
of choice while going to extraordinary
lengths to ignore, trivialize, and cover
up the battered baby victim. By reason
of their age, dependency, immaturity,
inconvenience, fragility, and
unwantedness, unborn children have
been denied justice and the most funda-
mental of all human rights, the right
to life.

The right to life, Madam Speaker, is
for everyone, not just the planned, the
privileged, and the perfect.

Ultrasound has not only been an
amazing diagnostic tool for treating
disease and disability before birth, it
has also made the unborn baby more
visible. Today, for many expectant
moms, first baby pictures aren’t of
their precious newborn baby, but of
ultrasound imaging photos and videos
chronicling the amazing miracle of
their child’s journey before birth.

Madam Speaker, 166 Members of Con-
gress have cosponsored my bill, H.R. 18,
the No Taxpayer Funding for Abortion
Act, to make the Hyde amendment and
other current abortion funding prohibi-
tions permanent.

According to public opinion polls,
most Americans, by a decisive margin
of 58 percent to 38 percent in a recent
Marist Poll, agree that taxpayers
should not, I say again, should not be
compelled against their conscience to
fund abortion.

Years ago, then-Senator Joe Biden
wrote to constituents explaining his
support for the Hyde amendment and
said it would ‘‘protect both the woman
and her unborn child.”

He said in another letter, ‘I have
consistently—on no fewer than 50 occa-
sions—voted against Federal funding of
abortions. Those who are opposed to
abortion should not be compelled to
pay for them.”

So says Joe Biden in the past.

I wholeheartedly agree. Those of us
opposed to abortion should not be com-
pelled or forced to pay for them.

Madam Speaker, someday future gen-
erations of Americans will look back
and wonder how and why such a seem-
ingly smart, enlightened, and compas-
sionate society could have enabled and
facilitated the extermination of over
62.5 million children, a number of child
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deaths that equates with the entire
population of Italy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. So with
deep respect for my colleagues, I be-
lieve unborn children need the Presi-
dent of the United States and Members
of Congress on both sides of the aisle to
be their friends and advocates, not
powerful adversaries.

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I want to just talk
for a moment about H.R. 239, the Equal
Access to Contraception for Veterans
Act, which is actually before us today.
Although some might want to make
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this debate about other issues, it is
not.
Comprehensive healthcare for

women, including access to contracep-
tion, is critically important. Access to
contraception is an economic issue. It
helps people stay in the workforce,
earn wages, support stronger families.
It has even been shown to lift women
out of poverty.

Even relatively small copays have
been found to be a barrier to accessing
contraception. Costs associated with
contraception result in women fore-
going it completely, choosing less ef-
fective methods, or using it inconsist-
ently.

Congress eliminated copays for con-
traception as part of the Affordable
Care Act. And, as I said, for members
of the Defense Department, for people
in military service, there is no copay.
It is time we did the same for those
brave women who entered armed serv-
ices and now are veterans.

We also want to make sure that we
have equal access. Women represent
the fastest growing subpopulation of
veterans in the Nation, yet they lack
access to the basic preventative
healthcare needs like contraception.

So I want to make sure that we focus
on what is before us, the bills before
the House, what this conversation is
about, and not to be distracted by
things not before us and part of an ex-
treme agenda.

This is a simple issue. It has passed
by voice vote in the last Congress, and
it is not clear to me what has changed.
This is an important issue for women
all across America, and we owe that to
our veterans to make sure that they
don’t have additional barriers to con-
traception that no one else in Amer-
ican has.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Louisiana (Ms. LETLOW), one of
our newest Members, to speak again on
defeating the previous question and
considering the amendment.

Ms. LETLOW. Madam Speaker, I rise
to oppose the previous question so that
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we can amend the rule to allow the
consideration of H.R. 18, the No Tax-
payer Funding for Abortion Act.

This critical bill will finally codify
the Hyde amendment and uphold the
longstanding bipartisan agreement
that prevents taxpayer dollars from
funding abortions.

While Republicans and Democrats
have engaged in heated debates over
abortion in the past 40 years, we were
always able to agree on the simple
principle that public funding should
not be used for abortions. The Hyde
amendment, which explicitly spelled
this policy out, has been included in
every single appropriations bill since
1976, including those passed under the
Clinton and Obama administrations.

This commonsense, lifesaving amend-
ment has been supported by many
Members of this body, including many
of my colleagues across the aisle. It is
incredibly disappointing to see that
this administration and the Demo-
cratic majority have decided to ignore
four decades of consensus and instead
embrace a controversial new policy op-
posed by over 60 percent of Americans.

As both a Christian and a mother, I
deeply understand the preciousness of
an innocent child’s life. When I arrived
in Congress a few months ago, one of
my first actions was to sign on to H.R.
18, the No Taxpayer Funding for Abor-
tion Act. But whether you are a strong
pro-life advocate like me, or hold an
opposing view, we should all be able to
get behind this bill.

Taxpayer dollars should not be used
to fund abortions. It is a simple, com-
monsense measure that should have as
much bipartisan support this year as it
has in the past.

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. COLE), the ranking
member of our Rules Committee.

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to the previous
question, and I fully support the imme-
diate consideration of H.R. 18, the No
Taxpayer Funding for Abortion and
Abortion Insurance Full Disclosure Act
of 2021.

The bill would codify protections for
the unborn and would make them per-
manent. These protections are com-
monly carried as part of the Hyde
amendment, which has been carried in
the appropriations bills produced by
the Labor, Health and Human Services,
and Education, and Related Agencies
Subcommittee of Appropriations,
where I am the ranking member, for
the past 45 years.

There is no cause greater for any
Member of Congress than defending
life, especially amongst the most vul-
nerable. When I was privileged to be
chair of the subcommittee, every one
of the annual appropriations bills
passed out of the subcommittee carried
this important protection.

Yet the majority has once again
begun the misguided assault on life;
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first, with President Biden’s revocation
of the Mexico City policy, followed by
legislative efforts to dismantle the
Hyde amendment, both of which pro-
tect life and prevent taxpayer-funded
abortions.

Since the Hyde amendment was first
enacted in 1976, it is estimated that
this provision has saved more than two
million lives. It has been supported by
lawmakers of both parties on both
sides of the aisle, and signed into law
by Presidents of both parties every sin-
gle year since then. Indeed, every
Democratic Member, other than fresh-
men, has voted for legislation con-
taining the Hyde Amendment.

When he was serving in the United
States Senate, President Biden, at that
time, expressed his support for the in-
clusion of this provision, a stance he
has since abandoned. Eliminating this
provision in the annual appropriations
bills would be a terrible mistake and at
odds with the beliefs of a strong major-
ity of the American people.

A recent Marist Poll found that 58
percent of Americans oppose the tax-
payer funding for abortion, while only
38 percent support it. Hyde protects the
conscience rights of the great majority
of Americans who are opposed to pub-
licly funded abortions for religious,
moral, or fiscal reasons. It allows
States to choose to fund elective abor-
tions or not with State taxpayer dol-
lars, and the people of 34 States have
voluntarily chosen not to do so.

As we look ahead to the annual ap-
propriations process, I would remind
my friends on the other side of the
aisle that 200 Republicans, including
every single Republican member of the
Appropriations Committee, signed a
letter to congressional leadership stat-
ing that they would oppose any spend-
ing bill that did not include Hyde pro-
tections.

I see no better way for us to continue
to celebrate life and ensure protections
for the unborn than by making the
Hyde amendment permanent, which we
can do if we pass H.R. 18 into law.

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. CAMMACK) on the
motion against the previous question.

Mrs. CAMMACK. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to urge immediate consider-
ation of H.R. 18, the No Taxpayer
Funding for Abortion and Abortion In-
surance Full Disclosure Act.

Our Nation has stood unified in our
opposition to federally funded, on-de-
mand abortion services for the past 40
years. The Hyde amendment has acted
as a stopgap against publicly funded
abortion and as a safeguard for our Na-
tion’s most vulnerable, the unborn.

Before the Hyde amendment took ef-
fect in 1980, over 300,000 American chil-
dren per year were denied their most
basic right to life and were aborted
using taxpayer-funded dollars. This
fight is one that we must undertake in
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Congress to protect our most funda-
mental rights and important tenets
that make our country great.

The Biden administration and con-
gressional Democrats seem to have for-
gotten the bipartisan support the Hyde
amendment has received from both Re-
publican and Democrat administra-
tions in the past, as well as the over-
whelming support from the American
public, for this important provision.

It is a national shame for this admin-
istration and congressional Democrats
to overlook and marginalize the right
to life that we, as Americans, hold
dear. Life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness is not just a saying; it is a
guiding principle by which we should
all govern.

Let’s come together as Americans,
leave party lines behind, and support
the right to life because America’s fu-
ture depends on it.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to defeat the previous question
and provide for immediate consider-
ation of H.R. 18 for the sake of Amer-
ica’s future generations.

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, 1
just note that we have in front of us
two CRAs. We have two important
bills: The LGBTQ Business Equal Cred-
it Enforcement and Investment Act, as
well as the Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act of 2021.

And we are not talking about any of
those. So I am prepared to talk about
those, which are actually before the
House, whenever my friends choose to.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Minnesota (Mrs. FISCHBACH), a
valuable member of the Rules Com-
mittee, to speak against the previous
question.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker,
in 1994, then-Senator Joe Biden said:
“Those of us who are opposed to abor-
tion should not be compelled to pay for
them.”

Well,
agree.

For more than four decades, the Hyde
amendment has ensured the American
people are not forced to fund abortion
on-demand, a procedure at great odds
with so many of our personal and reli-
gious beliefs, and an injustice that
leaves an irreversible mark on so many
lives.

Since 1976, the Hyde amendment has
had bipartisan support from Congress,
has been signed into law by both Re-
publican and Democrat Presidents, and
has been supported by the majority of
the American people.
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It has saved the lives of millions. But
President Biden and the Democrats
want to end those protections, forcing
the American people to fund a proce-
dure that is at such serious odds with
our personal, religious, and moral be-
liefs.

There is no more vulnerable person
than a child in the womb. Do they not

Mr. President, I certainly
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deserve our care and our protection?
Does that life not also have value, just
like the lives of you and me, Mr.
Speaker?

Mr. Speaker, I will say it again: We
are treading in dangerous territory. In-
stead of working toward a government
that builds all people up for the com-
mon good, we are choosing to subsidize
the deaths of unborn babies.

I believe that is appalling, and I urge
my colleagues to reconsider their posi-
tions. We must pass H.R. 18 and respect
the wishes of the American people: Tax
dollars should not be used to fund abor-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, I urge ‘‘no”” on the pre-
vious question.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to how much time remains.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MFUME). The gentleman from Texas
has 7% minutes remaining. The gen-
tleman from New York has 15% min-
utes remaining.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers. I am prepared to
close if that is in accordance with the
wishes of the majority, so I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, the bills in this lengthy
rule will not achieve the benefits for
the American people that are being
claimed.

The Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act lowers the
threshold for age discrimination cases
in the workplace. It is already illegal
to discriminate against an employee
because of age. Lowering the burden of
proof to allow for mixed-motive claims
will, in fact, only benefit the trial law-
yers who actually bring the suits.

I do want to direct attention to a let-
ter that most Members received from
the United States Chamber of Com-
merce. It is a very good letter opposing
S.J. Res. 15. This is the Congressional
Review Act repeal of the Office of the
Comptroller of the Currency’s rule on
national banks and Federal savings as-
sociations and lenders.

The reason I bring this up is because
I know many of my friends on the
other side of the aisle do claim that
their support from the United States
Chamber of Commerce is what makes
them bipartisan and, hence, they
should be reelected. But here we have
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce sending
each of us a letter talking about how
damaging excluding that rule from the
Office of the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency would be.

If T may just read a portion of this
letter: ‘‘Partnerships between banks
and third parties have become a crit-
ical avenue for making credit available
to both consumers and small busi-
nesses. . . . Fintech partnerships pro-
vided funding for many of America’s
smallest businesses which, according to
McKinsey & Company, are dispropor-
tionately minority-owned.”

Mr. Speaker, by undoing this Trump-
era rule, you are, in fact, going to be
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hurting some of the smallest busi-
nesses in the country, and I don’t think
that is what you would have intended.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the letter from the U.S. Chamber of
Commerce.

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Washington, DC, June 18, 2021.

To THE MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES: The U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce strongly supports the Office of the
Comptroller of the Currency’s (OCC) rule on
‘“National Banks and Federal Savings Asso-
ciations as Lenders,” also known as the
“True Lender” Rule, and strongly opposes
S.J.Res. 15, which would effectively overturn
it.

The True Lender Rule provides important
legal certainty for national banks and fed-
eral savings associations regarding loans
they may issue in conjunction with third-
parties. Various judicial rulings have created
legal uncertainty as to who is the ‘“‘True
Lender” of a loan when a bank works with a
third party, thus calling into question the
laws that apply to these loans. This legal un-
certainty discourages financial institutions
from partnering to provide credit to con-
sumers and small businesses.

Partnerships between banks and third par-
ties have become a critical avenue for mak-
ing credit available to both consumers and
small businesses. In fact, FinTech partner-
ships represented 15% of Paycheck Protec-
tion Program (PPP) loans to small busi-
nesses last year. More importantly, the me-
dian value of FinTech partnership-enabled
PPP loans was $15,000. That median value
amount was the smallest of all lending pro-
viders including Minority Development In-
stitutions and Nonprofits. That means
FinTech partnerships provided funding for
many of America’s smallest businesses
which, according to McKinsey & Company,
are disproportionately minority-owned.

The OCC’s rule establishes a clear test for
determining the ‘“True Lender’ when a bank
makes a loan, which clarifies what legal
frameworks are applicable to a loan. The
rule provides that a bank is the ‘“True Lend-
er’” when it, as of the date of origination, (1)
is named as the lender in the loan agreement
or (2) funds the loan. This clarification is
critical for banks to partner with third par-
ties and does not undermine the myriad con-
sumer protection laws enforced by state and
federal regulators.

The Chamber opposes S.J.Res. 15.

Sincerely.
NEIL L. BRADLEY.

Mr. BURGESS. The Congressional
Review Act is a legitimate tool to re-
view executive actions, but it should
not be used as a political tool to over-
turn a previous administration’s ac-
tions simply because, Mr. Speaker, you
don’t like the previous occupant of the
White House.

The CRAs in this rule are not based
on sound policymaking. They are in-
stead being used as an attempt to score
political points by undoing Trump-era
policies.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my fellow Mem-
bers to reconsider these measures by
simply focusing on the policy and not
the policymaker.

Mr. Speaker, I have no other conclu-
sion than to urge a ‘‘no’” vote on the
previous question, a ‘‘no’ vote on the
rule, and a ‘‘no’” vote on the underlying
measures.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I do want to thank the
gentleman, Dr. BURGESS, a colleague
and friend on the Rules Committee. I
always appreciate hearing from him.

I think there are compelling issues
here in this rule and the reasons that
the House should adopt the rule.

The Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act is a crit-
ical tool for so many Americans who
are discriminated against in the work-
place. It deserves our support. I am
confident that it will pass the House,
but we should remember how impor-
tant it is, not only to those workers,
but to the U.S. economy.

H.R. 239, the Equal Access to Contra-
ception for Veterans Act, makes sure
that women who have served and are
veterans have the same rights that
every other person in America has to
not have to pay copays in order to re-
ceive contraception from their
healthcare policy.

We also take up critical legislation
regarding LGBTQ businesses, to make
sure they get equal access to credit and
equal access to investments. H.R. 1443
would require lenders to start to gath-
er information on those businesses that
are owned by LGBTQ individuals.

The CRAs, in my judgment, Mr.
Speaker, are all well-informed, and
they do focus on the policies, policies
which, frankly, we don’t agree with
here in the House and which the Senate
didn’t agree with. The Senate has
passed these on to us in bipartisan
fashion, so these aren’t simply ques-
tions of whether or not we approve of
the previous President. This is about
the policies themselves, and they have
found themselves here to be voted on
because our colleagues across the cor-
ridor in the Senate agree with us that
these rules ought to be overturned
using the CRA process.

This is an important rule. It affects
millions of Americans in so many
ways.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on
the rule and the previous question.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. BURGESS is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 486

At the end of the resolution, add the
following:

SEC. 12. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution, the House shall proceed to the
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R.
18) to prohibit taxpayer funded abortions. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. The bill shall be considered
as read. All points of order against provi-
sions in the bill are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and on any amendment thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce; and (2) one motion to recom-
mit.

SEC. 13. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 18.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are
postponed.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
0 1330

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MFUME) at 1 o’clock and
30 minutes p.m.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2062, PROTECTING OLDER
WORKERS AGAINST DISCRIMINA-
TION ACT OF 2021; PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 239,
EQUAL ACCESS TO CONTRACEP-
TION FOR VETERANS ACT; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1443, LGBTQ BUSINESS
EQUAL CREDIT ENFORCEMENT
AND INVESTMENT ACT; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
S.J. RES. 13, PROVIDING FOR
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL
OF THE RULE SUBMITTED BY
THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OP-
PORTUNITY COMMISSION RELAT-
ING TO “UPDATE OF COMMIS-
SION’S CONCILIATION PROCE-
DURES’”; PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF S.J. RES. 14,
PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE ENVIRON-
MENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
RELATING TO “OIL AND NAT-
URAL GAS SECTOR: EMISSION
STANDARDS FOR NEW, RECON-
STRUCTED, AND MODIFIED
SOURCES REVIEW”; PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF S.J.
RES. 15, PROVIDING FOR CON-
GRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL OF
THE RULE SUBMITTED BY THE
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER
OF CURRENCY RELATING TO
“NATIONAL BANKS AND FED-
ERAL SAVINGS ASSOCIATIONS
AS LENDERS”; AND FOR OTHER
PURPOSES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering
the previous question on the resolution
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(H. Res. 486) providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 2062) to amend
the Age Discrimination in Employment
Act of 1967 and other laws to clarify ap-
propriate standards for Federal em-
ployment discrimination and retalia-
tion claims, and for other purposes;
providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 239) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for limitations
on copayments for contraception fur-
nished by the Department of Veterans
Affairs, and for other purposes; pro-
viding for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 1443) to amend the Equal Credit
Opportunity Act to require the collec-
tion of small business loan data related
to LGBTQ-owned businesses; providing
for consideration of the joint resolu-
tion (S.J. Res. 13) providing for con-
gressional disapproval under chapter 8
of title 5, United States Code, of the
rule submitted by the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission relating
to ‘“Update of Commission’s Concilia-
tion Procedures’’; providing for consid-
eration of the joint resolution (S.dJ.
Res. 14) providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5,
United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency relating to ‘“‘Oil and Nat-
ural Gas Sector: Emission Standards
for New, Reconstructed, and Modified
Sources Review”’; providing for consid-
eration of the joint resolution (S.d.
Res. 15) providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5,
United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Office of the Comptroller
of Currency relating to ‘National
Banks and Federal Savings Associa-
tions as Lenders’; and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays
209, not voting 3, as follows:

[Roll No. 175]

YEAS—218

Adams Case Demings
Aguilar Casten DeSaulnier
Allred Castor (FL) Deutch
Auchincloss Castro (TX) Dingell
Axne Chu Doggett
Barragan Cicilline Doyle, Michael
Bass Clark (MA) F.
Beatty Clarke (NY) Escobar
Bera Cleaver Eshoo
Beyer Clyburn Espaillat
Bishop (GA) Cohen Evans
Blumenauer Connolly Fletcher
Blunt Rochester  Cooper Foster
Bonamici Correa Frankel, Lois
Bourdeaux Costa Gallego
Bowman Courtney Garamendi
Boyle, Brendan Craig Garela (IL)

F. Crist Garcia (TX)
Brown Crow Golden
Brownley Cuellar Gomez
Bush Davids (KS) Gonzalez,
Bustos Davis, Danny K. Vicente
Butterfield Dean Gottheimer
Carbajal DeFazio Green, Al (TX)
Cardenas DeGette Grijalva
Carson DeLauro Harder (CA)
Carter (LA) DelBene Hayes
Cartwright Delgado Higgins (NY)



June 23, 2021

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Kahele
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Manning
Matsui
McBath

Aderholt
Allen
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr

Bentz
Bergman
Bice (OK)
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost

Brady
Brooks
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Calvert
Cammack
Carl

Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Cheney
Cline
Cloud
Clyde

Cole
Comer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes

McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks

Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Neguse
Newman
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff

NAYS—209

Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Gibbs
Gimenez
Gohmert
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hern
Herrell
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Hinson
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Issa
Jackson
Jacobs (NY)
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Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kim (CA)
Kinzinger
Kustoff
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta
LaTurner
Lesko
Letlow

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann

Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meijer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Mullin
Murphy (NC)
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunes

Obernolte Scalise Timmons
Owens Schweikert Turner
Palazzo Scott, Austin Upton
Palmer Sessions Valadao
Pence Simpson Van Drew
Perry Smith (MO) Van Duyne
Pfluger Smith (NE) Wagner
Posey Smith (NJ) Walberg
Reed Smucker Walorski
Reschenthaler Spartz Waltz
Rice (SC) Stauber Weber (TX)
Rodgers (WA) Steel Webster (FL)
Rogers (AL) Stefanik Wenstrup
Rogers (KY) Steil Westerman
Rose Steube Williams (TX)
Rosendale Stewart Wilson (SC)
Rouzer Taylor Wittman
Roy Tenney Womack
Rutherford Thompson (PA) Young
Salazar Tiffany Zeldin

NOT VOTING—3
Burchett Donalds Pascrell
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Messrs. RUTHERFORD, BANKS, and
BACON changed their vote from ‘‘yea”
to ‘“‘nay.”

Mr. GARAMENDI changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, on June 23,
2021, | missed one roll call vote. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes” on rollcall
vote 175—Motion on Ordering the Previous
Question on the Rule, H. Res. 486.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Aderholt Johnson (TX) Napolitano
(Moolenaar) (Jeffries) (Correa)
Amodei Kelly (I_L) Pappas (Kuster)
(Balderson) ‘<JeffI’1€‘S) Payne (Pallone)
Clarke (NY) Kirkpatrick Ruiz (Aguilar)
(Jeffries) (Stanton) Rush
DeFazio (Davids ~Lawson (FL) (Underwood)
(KS)) (Evans) Sewell (DelBene)
. Lieu (Beyer)
DeSaulnier Vela (Gomez)
X Lowenthal 2
(Matsui) (Beyer) Velazquez
Garcla ('IL) Meng (Clark '(Jeffries)
(Garcia (TX)) (MA)) Wilson (FL)
Hoyer (Brown) (Hayes)

Mullin (Cole)

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays
205, not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 176]

The

YEAS—218
Adams Brownley Clyburn
Aguilar Bush Cohen
Allred Bustos Connolly
Auchincloss Butterfield Cooper
Axne Carbajal Correa
Barragan Cardenas Costa
Bass Carson Courtney
Beatty Carter (LA) Craig
Bera Cartwright Crist
Beyer Case Crow
Bishop (GA) Casten Cuellar

Blunt Rochester  Castor (FL) Davids (KS)

Bonamici Castro (TX) Davis, Danny K.
Bourdeaux Chu Dean
Bowman Cicilline DeFazio
Boyle, Brendan Clark (MA) DeGette
F. Clarke (NY) DeLauro
Brown Cleaver DelBene

Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel, Lois
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Kahele
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)

Aderholt
Allen
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Bentz
Bergman
Bice (OK)
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brady
Brooks
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Calvert
Cammack
Carl
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Cheney
Cline
Cloud
Clyde

Cole
Comer
Crawford

Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Newman
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Ross
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Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duncan
Dunn
Estes
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Gibbs
Gimenez
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
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Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hern

Herrell
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hinson
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Issa

Jacobs (NY)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kim (CA)
Kinzinger
Kustoff
LaHood
LaMalfa,
Lamborn
Latta
LaTurner
Lesko
Letlow

Long
Loudermilk
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Lucas Palazzo Stefanik
Luetkemeyer Palmer Steil
Mace Pence Steube
Malliotakis Perry Stewart
Mann Pfluger Taylor
Massie Posey Tenney
Mast Reed Thompson (PA)
McCarthy Reschenthaler Tiffany
McCaul Rice (80) Timmons
McClain Rodgers (WA) .
McClintock Rogers (AL) 5;?2?
McHenry Rogers (KY) Valadao
McKinley Rose Van Drew
Meijer Rosendale Van Duyne
Meuser Rouzer Y]
Miller (IL) Roy Wagner
Miller (WV) Rutherford Walberg
Miller-Meeks Salazar Walorski
Moolenaar Scalise Waltz
Mooney Schweikert Weber (TX)
Moore (UT) Sessions Webster (FL)
Mullin Simpson Wenstrup
Murphy (NC) Smith (MO) Westerman
Nehls Smith (NE) Williams (TX)
Newhouse Smith (NJ) Wilson (SC)
Norman Smucker Wittman
Nunes Spartz Womack
Obernolte Stauber Young
Owens Steel Zeldin

NOT VOTING—17
Blumenauer Gohmert Scott, Austin
Burchett Jackson
Emmer Moore (AL)
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably detained. Had | been present, | would
have voted “nay* on rollcall No. 176.

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay” on rolicall
No. 176.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE

RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Aderholt Kelly (IL) Napolitano
(Moolenaar) (Jeffries) (Correa)
Amodei Kirkpatrick Pappas (Kuster)
(Balderson) (Stanton) Payne (Pallone)
DeFazio (Davids  awson (FL) Ruiz (Aguilar)
(KS)) (Evans) Rush
DeSaulnier Lieu (Beyer) (Underwood)
(Matsui) Lowenthal Sewell (DelBene)
Garcia (IL) (Beyer) Vela (Gomez)
(Garcia (TX)) Velazquez
Hoyer (Brown) Meng (Clark (Jeffries)
Johnson (TX) (MA) Wilson (FL)
(Jeffries) Mullin (Cole) (Hayes)
————

PROVIDING AMOUNTS FOR THE
EXPENSES OF THE SELECT COM-

MITTEE ON ECONOMIC DIS-
PARITY AND FAIRNESS IN
GROWTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CUELLAR). Pursuant to section 10 of
House Resolution 486, House Resolu-
tion 485 is hereby adopted.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 485

Resolved,
SECTION 1. AMOUNTS FOR COMMITTEE EX-
PENSES.

For the expenses of the Select Committee
on Economic Disparity and Fairness in
Growth (hereafter in this resolution referred
to as the ‘“‘Select Committee’’), including the
expenses of all staff salaries, there shall be
paid, out of the applicable accounts of the
House of Representatives for committee sal-
aries and expenses, not more than $3,500,000
for the One Hundred Seventeenth Congress.
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SEC. 2. SESSION LIMITATIONS.

Of the amount specified in section 1—

(1) not more than $1,500,000 shall be avail-
able for expenses incurred during the period
beginning on the date of the adoption of this
resolution and ending immediately before
noon on January 3, 2022; and

(2) not more than $2,000,000 shall be avail-
able for expenses incurred during the period
beginning at noon on January 3, 2022, and
ending immediately before noon on January
3, 2023.

SEC. 3. VOUCHERS.

Payments under this resolution shall be
made on vouchers authorized by the Select
Committee, signed by the Chairman of the
Select Committee, and approved in the man-
ner directed by the Committee on House Ad-
ministration.

SEC. 4. REGULATIONS.

Amounts made available under this resolu-
tion shall be expended in accordance with
regulations prescribed by the Committee on
House Administration.

————

MOTION TO SUSPEND THE RULES
AND PASS CERTAIN BILLS

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to section 11 of House Resolution
486, I move to suspend the rules and
pass H.R. 482, H.R. 704, H.R. 961, H.R.
1314, H.R. 2571, H.R. 2679, H.R. 2694, H.R.
2922, H.R. 3182, H.R. 3239, H.R. 3241, H.R.
3723, H.R. 3752, H.R. 3841, S. 409, and S.
1340.

The Clerk read the title of the bills.
The text of the bills are as follows:
NEWBORN SCREENING SAVES LIVES
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2021

H.R. 482

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Newborn
Screening Saves Lives Reauthorization Act
of 2021”°.
SEC. 2. IMPROVED NEWBORN AND CHILD

SCREENING AND FOLLOW-UP FOR

HERITABLE DISORDERS.

(a) PURPOSES.—Section 1109(a) of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300b-8(a)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘enhance,
improve or’” and inserting ‘‘facilitate, en-
hance, improve, or’’;

(2) by amending paragraph (3) to read as
follows:

‘“(3) to develop, and deliver to parents,
families, and patient advocacy and support
groups, educational programs that—

‘‘(A) address newborn screening counseling,
testing (including newborn screening pilot
studies), follow-up, treatment, specialty
services, and long-term care;

‘“(B) assess the target audience’s current
knowledge, incorporate health communica-
tions strategies, and measure impact; and

‘“(C) are at appropriate literacy levels;”’;
and

(3) in paragraph (4)—

(A) by striking ‘‘followup’ and inserting
‘“‘follow-up’’; and

(B) by inserting before the semicolon at
the end the following: ‘¢, including re-engag-
ing patients who have not received rec-
ommended follow-up services and supports’.

(b) APPROVAL FACTORS.—Section 1109(c) of
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
300b-8(c)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘or will use’ and inserting
“‘will use’’; and

(2) by inserting ‘¢, or will use amounts re-
ceived under such grant to enhance capacity
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and infrastructure to facilitate the adoption

of,”” before ‘‘the guidelines and recommenda-

tions™.

SEC. 3. ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON HERITABLE
DISORDERS IN NEWBORNS AND
CHILDREN.

Section 1111 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 300b-10) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘and
adopt process improvements’’ after ‘‘take ap-
propriate steps’’;

(B) in paragraph (7) by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(C) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-
graph (9);

(D) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing:

‘(8) develop, maintain, and publish on a
publicly accessible website consumer-friend-
ly materials detailing—

“‘(A) the uniform screening panel nomina-
tion process, including data requirements,
standards, and the use of international data
in nomination submissions; and

‘(B) the process for obtaining technical as-
sistance for submitting nominations to the
uniform screening panel and detailing the in-
stances in which the provision of technical
assistance would introduce a conflict of in-
terest for members of the Advisory Com-
mittee; and’’;

(E) in paragraph (9), as redesignated—

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (K) and
(L) as subparagraphs (L) and (M), respec-
tively; and

(ii) by inserting after subparagraph (J) the
following:

‘“(K) the appropriate and recommended use
of safe and effective genetic testing by
health care professionals in newborns and
children with an initial diagnosis of a disease
or condition characterized by a variety of ge-
netic causes and manifestations;”’; and

(2) in subsection (g)—

(A) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘2019’ and
inserting ‘2026°’; and

(B) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘2019’ and
inserting ‘“2026"°.

SEC. 4. CLEARINGHOUSE OF NEWBORN SCREEN-
ING INFORMATION.

Section 1112(c) of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 300b-11(c)) is amended by
striking ‘“‘and supplement, not supplant, ex-
isting information sharing efforts” and in-
serting ‘“‘and complement other Federal new-
born screening information sharing activi-
ties’.

SEC. 5. LABORATORY QUALITY AND SURVEIL-
LANCE.

Section 1113 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 300b-12) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘‘performance evaluation
services,” and inserting ‘‘development of new
screening tests,’”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘and’ at the end;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by striking ‘‘performance test mate-
rials’ and inserting ‘‘test performance mate-
rials’’; and

(ii) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

““(3) performance evaluation services to en-
hance disease detection, including the devel-
opment of tools, resources, and infrastruc-
ture to improve data analysis, test result in-
terpretation, data harmonization, and dis-
semination of laboratory best practices.”;
and

(2) in subsection (b) to read as follows:

“(b) SURVEILLANCE ACTIVITIES.—The Sec-
retary, acting through the Director of the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention,
and taking into consideration the expertise
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of the Advisory Committee on Heritable Dis-
orders in Newborns and Children established
under section 1111, shall provide for the co-
ordination of national surveillance activi-
ties, including—

‘(1) standardizing data collection and re-
porting through the use of electronic and
other forms of health records to achieve real-
time data for tracking and monitoring the
newborn screening system, from the initial
positive screen through diagnosis and long-
term care management; and

‘“(2) by promoting data sharing linkages
between State newborn screening programs
and State-based birth defects and develop-
mental disabilities surveillance programs to
help families connect with services to assist
in evaluating long-term outcomes.”.

SEC. 6. HUNTER KELLY RESEARCH PROGRAM.

Section 1116 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 300b-15) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘may’” and
““shall’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (D)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘, or with a high prob-
ability of being recommended by,” after
“‘recommended by’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘that screenings are ready
for nationwide implementation’ and insert-
ing ‘‘that reliable newborn screening tech-
nologies are piloted and ready for use’’; and

(2) in subsection (b) to read as follows:

‘“(b) FUNDING.—In carrying out the re-
search program under this section, the Sec-
retary and the Director shall ensure that en-
tities receiving funding through the program
will provide assurances, as practicable, that
such entities will work in consultation with
State departments of health, as appro-
priate.”.

SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR NEWBORN SCREENING PRO-
GRAMS AND ACTIVITIES.

Section 1117 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 300b-16) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking $11,900,000” and inserting
¢<$31,000,000"";

(B) by striking ‘2015’ and inserting ‘2022’’;
and

(C) by striking ‘2019’ and inserting ‘2026°’;
and

(2) in paragraph (2)—

(A) by striking $8,000,000” and inserting
¢$29,650,000"";

(B) by striking ‘2015 and inserting ‘2022’;
and

(C) by striking ‘2019’ and inserting ‘2026’°.
SEC. 8. INSTITUTIONAL REVIEW BOARDS; ETHICS

GUIDANCE PROGRAM.

Section 12 of the Newborn Screening Saves
Lives Reauthorization Act of 2014 (42 U.S.C.
289 note) is amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 12. INSTITUTIONAL REVIEW BOARDS; ETH-
ICS GUIDANCE PROGRAM.

‘“Research on nonidentified newborn dried
blood spots shall be considered secondary re-
search (as that term is defined in section
46.104(d)(4) of title 45, Code of Federal Regu-
lations (or successor regulations)) with non-
identified biospecimens for purposes of feder-
ally funded research conducted pursuant to
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 200
et seq.).”.

SEC. 9. NAM REPORT ON THE MODERNIZATION
OF NEWBORN SCREENING.

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 60 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Health and Human Services
shall seek to enter into an agreement with
the National Academy of Medicine (in this
section referred to as “NAM”’) (or if NAM de-
clines to enter into such an agreement, an-
other appropriate entity) under which NAM,
or such other appropriate entity, agrees to
conduct a study on the following:

inserting
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(1) The uniform screening panel review and
recommendation processes to identify fac-
tors that impact decisions to add new condi-
tions to the uniform screening panel, to de-
scribe challenges posed by newly nominated
conditions, including low-incidence diseases,
late onset variants, and new treatments
without long-term efficacy data.

(2) The barriers that preclude States from
adding new uniform screening panel condi-
tions to their State screening panels with
recommendations on resources needed to
help States implement uniform screening
panel recommendations.

(3) The current state of federally and pri-
vately funded newborn screening research
with recommendations for optimizing the ca-
pacity of this research, including piloting
multiple prospective conditions at once and
addressing rare disease questions.

(4) New and emerging technologies that
would permit screening for new categories of
disorders, or would make current screening
more effective, more efficient, or less expen-
sive.

(5) Technological and other infrastructure
needs to improve timeliness of diagnosis and
short- and long-term follow-up for infants
identified through newborn screening and
improve public health surveillance.

(6) Current and future communication and
educational needs for priority stakeholders
and the public to promote understanding and
knowledge of a modernized newborn screen-
ing system with an emphasis on evolving
communication channels and messaging.

(7) The extent to which newborn screening
yields better data on the disease prevalence
for screened conditions and improves long-
term outcomes for those identified through
newborn screening, including existing sys-
tems supporting such data collection and
recommendations for systems that would
allow for improved data collection.

(8) The impact on newborn morbidity and
mortality in States that adopt newborn
screening tests included on the uniform
panel.

(b) PUBLIC STAKEHOLDER MEETING.—In the
course of completing the study described in
subsection (a), NAM or such other appro-
priate entity shall hold not less than one
public meeting to obtain stakeholder input
on the topics of such study.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the effective date of the agreement
under subsection (a), such agreement shall
require NAM, or such other appropriate enti-
ty, to submit to the Secretary of Health and
Human Services and the appropriate com-
mittees of jurisdiction of Congress a report
containing—

(1) the results of the study conducted
under subsection (a);

(2) recommendations to modernize the
processes described in subsection (a)(1); and

(3) recommendations for such legislative
and administrative action as NAM, or such
other appropriate entity, determines appro-
priate.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated
$2,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 2022
and 2023 to carry out this section.

ARTISTIC RECOGNITION FOR TALENTED
STUDENTS ACT

H.R. 704

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Artistic
Recognition for Talented Students Act’ or
the “ARTS Act”.
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SEC. 2. WAIVER OF FEES FOR WINNERS OF CER-
TAIN COMPETITIONS.

Section 708 of title 17, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘““(e)(1) In this subsection, the term ‘cov-
ered competition’ means—

“(A) an art competition sponsored by the
Congressional Institute that is open only to
high school students; and

‘‘(B) the competition described in section 3
of H. Res. 77, as adopted by the 113th Con-
gress.

‘“(2) With respect to a work that wins a
covered competition, the Register of Copy-
rights—

‘““(A) shall waive the requirement under
subsection (a)(1) with respect to an applica-
tion for registration of a copyright claim for
that work if that application is filed not
later than the last day of the calendar year
following the year in which the work
claimed by the application wins the covered
competition (referred to in this paragraph as
the ‘covered year’); and

‘(B) may waive the fee described in sub-
paragraph (A) for an application filed after
the end of the covered year if the fee would
have been waived under that subparagraph
had the application been submitted before
the last day of the covered year.”.

JUSTICE FOR JUVENILES ACT
H.R. 961

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Justice for
Juveniles Act”.

SEC. 2. EXEMPTION OF JUVENILES FROM THE
REQUIREMENTS FOR SUITS BY PRIS-
ONERS.

Section 7 of the Civil Rights of Institu-
tionalized Persons Act (42 U.S.C. 1997e) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘sen-
tenced for, or adjudicated delinquent for,”
and inserting ‘‘or sentenced for’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(1) EXEMPTION OF JUVENILE PRISONERS.—
This section shall not apply to an action
pending on the date of enactment of the Jus-
tice for Juveniles Act or filed on or after
such date if such action is—

‘(1) brought by a prisoner who has not at-
tained 22 years of age; or

‘(2) brought by any prisoner with respect
to a prison condition that occurred before
the prisoner attained 22 years of age.”’.

SEC. 3. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

STOP TIP-OVERS OF UNSTABLE, RISKY DRESSERS
ON YOUTH ACT
H.R. 1314

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““Stop Tip-
overs of Unstable, Risky Dressers on Youth
Act” or the “STURDY Act”.

SEC. 2. CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY STANDARD
TO PROTECT AGAINST TIP-OVER OF
CLOTHING STORAGE UNITS.

(a) CLOTHING STORAGE UNIT DEFINED.—In

this section, the term ‘‘clothing storage
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unit’”> means any free-standing furniture
item manufactured in the United States or
imported for use in the United States that is
intended for the storage of clothing, typical
of bedroom furniture.

(b) CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY STANDARD
REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (c)(1), not later than 1 year after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission shall—

(A) in consultation with representatives of
consumer groups, clothing storage unit man-
ufacturers, craft or handmade furniture
manufacturers, and independent child prod-
uct engineers and experts, examine and as-
sess the effectiveness of any voluntary con-
sumer product safety standards for clothing
storage units; and

(B) in accordance with section 553 of title
5, United States Code, promulgate a final
consumer product safety standard for cloth-
ing storage units to protect children from
tip-over-related death or injury that in-
cludes—

(i) tests that simulate the weight of chil-
dren up to 60 pounds;

(ii) objective, repeatable, and measurable
tests that simulate real world use and ac-
count for any impact on clothing storage
unit stability that may result from place-
ment on carpeted surfaces, drawers with
items in them, multiple open drawers, or dy-
namic force;

(iii) testing of all clothing storage units,
including those under 30 inches in height;
and

(iv) warning requirements based on ASTM
F2057-17, or its successor at the time of en-
actment, provided that the Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission shall strengthen the
requirements of ASTM F2057-17, or its suc-
cessor, if reasonably necessary to protect
children from tip-over-related death or in-
jury.

(2) TREATMENT OF STANDARD.—A consumer
product safety standard promulgated under
paragraph (1) shall be treated as a consumer
product safety rule promulgated under sec-
tion 9 of the Consumer Product Safety Act
(15 U.S.C. 2058).

(c) SUBSEQUENT RULEMAKING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—At any time subsequent to
the publication of a consumer product safety
standard under subsection (b)(1), the Com-
mission may initiate a rulemaking, in ac-
cordance with section 553 of title 5, United
States Code, to modify the requirements of
the consumer product safety standard de-
scribed in subsection (b)(1) if reasonably nec-
essary to protect children from tip-over-re-
lated death or injury.

(2) REVISION OF RULE.—If, after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention revises its
Clinical Growth Charts, the consumer prod-
uct safety standard described in subsection
(b)(1) shall, on the date that is 180 days after
such revision, be revised to include tests
that simulate the weight of children up to
the 95th percentile weight of children 72
months in age, as depicted in the revised
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
Clinical Growth Charts, unless the Commis-
sion determines the modification is not rea-
sonably necessary to protect children from
tip-over-related death or injury.

(3) TREATMENT OF RULES.—Any rule pro-
mulgated under paragraph (1) or revision
made pursuant to paragraph (2) shall be
treated as a consumer product safety rule
promulgated under section 9 of the Consumer
Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2058).
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ADVANCING MUTUAL INTERESTS AND GROWING
OUR SUCCESS ACT
H.R. 2571

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLES.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Advancing
Mutual Interests and Growing Our Success
Act” or the “AMIGOS Act”.

SEC. 2. NONIMMIGRANT TRADERS AND INVES-
TORS.

For purposes of clauses (i) and (ii) of sec-
tion 101(a)(15)(E) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(E)), Por-
tugal shall be considered to be a foreign
state described in such section if the Govern-
ment of Portugal provides similar non-
immigrant status to nationals of the United
States.

SEC. 3. MODIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA
FOR E VISAS.

Section 101(a)(15)(E) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(E))
is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding clause (i)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘(or, in the case of an
alien who acquired the relevant nationality
through a financial investment and who has
not previously been granted status under
this subparagraph, the foreign state of which
the alien is a national and in which the alien
has been domiciled for a continuous period of
not less than 3 years at any point before ap-
plying for a nonimmigrant visa under this
subparagraph)’”’ before ‘‘, and the spouse’’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘him’’ and inserting ‘‘such
alien’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘he’”’ each place such term
appears and inserting ‘‘the alien’’.

SEC. 4. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion”’ for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

FOUNDATION OF THE FEDERAL BAR ASSOCIATION
CHARTER AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2021
H.R. 2679

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Foundation
of the Federal Bar Association Charter
Amendments Act of 2021,

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION.

Section 70501 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended by striking subsection (b)
and redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b).

SEC. 3. MEMBERSHIP.

Section 70503 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and
inserting the following:

‘‘(a) BELIGIBILITY.—Except as provided in
this chapter, eligibility for membership in
the corporation and the rights and privileges
of members are as provided in the bylaws.”’;
and

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b).

SEC. 4. GOVERNING BODY.

Section 70504 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70504. Governing body

‘‘(a) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—The board of di-
rectors is the governing body of the corpora-
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tion. The board may exercise, or provide for
the exercise of, the powers of the corpora-
tion. The board of directors and the respon-
sibilities of the board are as provided in the
bylaws.

‘“(b) OFFICERS.—The officers and the elec-
tion of the officers are as provided for in the
bylaws.”.

SEC. 5. RESTRICTIONS.

Section 70507 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70507. Restrictions

‘“(a) STOCK AND DIVIDENDS.—The corpora-
tion may not issue stock or declare or pay a
dividend.

“(b) POLITICAL ACTIVITIES.—The corpora-
tion or a director or officer in his or her cor-
porate capacity may not contribute to, sup-
port, or participate in any political activity
or in any manner attempt to influence legis-
lation.

‘“(c) DISTRIBUTION OF INCOME OR ASSETS.—
The income or assets of the corporation may
not inure to the benefit of, or be distributed
to, a director, officer, or member during the
life of the charter granted by this chapter.
This subsection does not prevent the pay-
ment, in amounts approved by the board of
directors, of—

‘(1) reasonable compensation; or

‘(2) reimbursement for expenses incurred

in undertaking the corporation’s business, to
officers, directors, or members.
This subsection does not prevent the award
of a grant to a Federal Bar Association chap-
ter of which an officer, director, or member
may be a member. This subsection also does
not prevent the payment of reasonable com-
pensation to the corporation’s employees for
services undertaken on behalf of the corpora-
tion.

‘(d) LOANS.—The corporation may not
make a loan to a director, officer, member,
or employee.

“(e) IMMUNITY FROM LIABILITY.—Members
and private individuals are not liable for the
obligations of the corporation.

“(f) CLAIM OF GOVERNMENTAL APPROVAL OR
AUTHORITY.—The corporation may not claim
congressional approval or the authority of
the United States Government for any of its
activities; it may, however, acknowledge
this charter.”.

SEC. 6. PRINCIPAL OFFICE.

Section 70508 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the District of
Columbia,” and inserting ‘‘a United States
location decided by the board of directors
and specified in the bylaws,”’.

SEC. 7. SERVICE OF PROCESS.

Section 70510 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70510. Service of process

‘“The corporation shall comply with the
law on service of process of the State or Dis-
trict in which it is incorporated.”.

SEC. 8. DEPOSIT OF ASSETS ON DISSOLUTION OR
FINAL LIQUIDATION.

Section 70512 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70512. Deposit of assets on dissolution or
final liquidation

“On dissolution or final liquidation of the
corporation, any assets of the corporation
remaining after the discharge of all liabil-
ities shall be distributed as provided by the
board of directors, but in compliance with
the charter and bylaws.”’.
SEC. 9. DETERMINATION

FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion”’ for this Act, submitted for printing in

OF BUDGETARY EF-
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the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

CRIMINAL JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION ACT OF 2021
H.R. 2694

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Criminal Ju-
dicial Administration Act of 2021°.

SEC. 2. TRANSPORTATION AND SUBSISTENCE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT DE-
FENDANTS.

Section 4285 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended in the first sentence—

(1) by striking ‘‘when the interests of jus-
tice would be served thereby and the United
States judge or magistrate judge is satisfied,
after appropriate inquiry, that the defendant
is financially unable to provide the nec-
essary transportation to appear before the
required court on his own” and inserting
“when the United States judge or magistrate
judge is satisfied that the defendant is indi-
gent based on appointment of counsel pursu-
ant to section 3006A, or, after appropriate in-
quiry, that the defendant is financially un-
able to provide necessary transportation on
his own’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘to the place where his ap-
pearance is required,” and inserting ‘(1) to
the place where each appearance is required
and (2) to return to the place of the person’s
arrest or bona fide residence,’’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘to his destination,”” and in-
serting ‘‘which includes money for both lodg-
ing and food, during travel to the person’s
destination and during any proceeding at
which the person’s appearance is required”’.
SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE USE OF MAGISTRATE JUDGES

TO DECIDE POSTJUDGMENT MO-
TIONS.

Section 3401 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the second sentence, by striking
“and’ after ‘‘trial, judgment,’’;

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘¢,
and rulings on all post-judgment motions”
after ‘‘sentencing’’;

(C) in the third sentence, by striking
“and’ after ‘‘trial, judgment,’’; and

(D) in the third sentence, by inserting °°,
and rulings on all post-judgment motions”
after ‘‘sentencing’’;

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ¢, with the
approval of a judge of the district court,”;
and

(3) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing:

‘(i) A magistrate judge who exercises trial
jurisdiction under this section, in either a
petty offense case or a misdemeanor case in
which the defendant has consented to a mag-
istrate judge, may also rule on all post-judg-
ment motions in that case, including but not
limited to petitions for writs of habeas cor-
pus, writs of coram nobis, motions to vacate
a sentence under section 2255 of title 28, and
motions related to mental competency under
chapter 313 of this title.”.

ELDER ABUSE PROTECTION ACT OF 2021
H.R. 2922

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Elder Abuse
Protection Act of 2021°°.

SEC. 2. ELDER JUSTICE INITIATIVE.

Section 101(b) of the Elder Abuse Prevention
and Prosecution Act (34 U.S.C. 21711(b)) is
amended to read as follows:
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““(b) ELDER JUSTICE INITIATIVE.—

‘(1) PERMANENT INITIATIVE.—The Attorney
General shall establish an Elder Justice Initia-
tive to coordinate criminal enforcement and
public engagement efforts to combat elder abuse,
neglect, and financial fraud and scams that tar-
get elders, and to support and coordinate the ef-
forts of the Elder Justice Coordinator designated
under subsection (a).

““(2) DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ELDER JUSTICE
COORDINATOR.—The Attorney General shall des-
ignate an Elder Justice Coordinator within the
Department of Justice who, in addition to any
other responsibilities, shall be responsible for—

““(A) coordinating and supporting the law en-
forcement efforts and policy activities as the
head of the Elder Justice Initiative for the De-
partment of Justice on elder justice issues;

“(B) evaluating training models to determine
best practices and creating or compiling and
making publicly available replication guides
and training materials for law enforcement offi-
cers, prosecutors, judges, emergency responders,
individuals working in victim services, adult
protective services, social services, and public
safety, medical personnel, mental health per-
sonnel, financial services personnel, and any
other individuals whose work may bring them in
contact with elder abuse regarding how to—

“(i) conduct investigations in elder abuse
cases;

“(ii) address evidentiary
legal issues; and

“(iii) appropriately assess, respond to, and
interact with victims and witnesses in elder
abuse cases, including in administrative, civil,
and criminal judicial proceedings; and

“(C) carrying out such other duties as the At-
torney General determines necessary in connec-
tion with enhancing the understanding, preven-
tion, and detection of, and response to, elder
abuse.

““(3) ONLINE PUBLIC RESOURCES.—The Elder
Justice Initiative shall maintain and publish on
the internet, information aimed at protecting el-
ders from fraudulent schemes and contain re-
sources aimed at preventing elder abuse.

‘“(4) TELEPHONE HOTLINE.—The Attorney Gen-
eral, in consultation with the Elder Justice Co-
ordinator and the Office of Victims of Crime,
shall establish a national elder fraud telephone
hotline to provide support to victims and re-
sources to help victims, including referrals to
federal, local and state law enforcement where
appropriate.

““(5) TRIBAL CONSULTATION.—The Elder Jus-
tice Coordinator shall provide recommendations
to the Office of Tribal Justice on a yearly basis
on how to address elder abuse and elder fraud
that takes place on federally recognized tribal
reservations.

‘““(6) LEGAL AID.—The Elder Justice Coordi-
nator shall consult with components of the De-
partment of Justice to promote the provision of
civil legal aid to victims of elder abuse and elder
fraud.

“(7) SPANISH LANGUAGE RESOURCES.—The At-
torney General shall ensure that Elder Justice
Initiative online resources are available in
Spanish and link linguistically appropriate re-
sources to inform Spanish-speaking elders of
Federal and State resources to combat fraud
and abuse that targets the elderly, to include—

“(A) Spanish-language resources and links
that help report instances of elder fraud and
abuse to State and local law enforcement; and

““(B) resources that help prevent financial ex-
ploitation of elders.”’.

SAFE SLEEP FOR BABIES ACT OF 2021
H.R. 3182

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Safe Sleep

for Babies Act of 2021".

issues and other
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SEC. 2. BANNING OF INCLINED SLEEPERS FOR
INFANTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, in-
clined sleepers for infants, regardless of the
date of manufacture, shall be considered a
banned hazardous product under section 8 of
the Consumer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C.
2067).

(b) INCLINED SLEEPER FOR INFANTS DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘inclined
sleeper for infants’ means a product with an
inclined sleep surface greater than ten de-
grees that is intended, marketed, or designed
to provide sleeping accommodations for an
infant up to 1 year old.

SEC. 3. BANNING OF CRIB BUMPERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, crib
bumpers, regardless of the date of manufac-
ture, shall be considered a banned hazardous
product under section 8 of the Consumer
Product Safety Act (156 U.S.C. 2057).

(b) CRIB BUMPER DEFINED.—In this section,
the term ‘‘crib bumper’—

(1) means any material that is intended to
cover the sides of a crib to prevent injury to
any crib occupant from impacts against the
side of a crib or to prevent partial or com-
plete access to any openings in the sides of a
crib to prevent a crib occupant from getting
any part of the body entrapped in any open-
ng;

(2) includes a padded crib bumper, a sup-
ported and unsupported vinyl bumper guard,
and vertical crib slat covers; and

(3) does not include a non-padded mesh crib
liner.

MAKING IMPROVEMENTS IN ENACTMENT OF
TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE, INTO A POSI-
TIVE LAW TITLE AND TO IMPROVE CODE

H.R. 3239

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-

lows:
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SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this Act is to make im-
provements in the enactment of title 41,
United States Code, into a positive law title
and to improve the Code.

SEC. 3. TITLE 2, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) The paragraph under the heading
“GENERAL PROVISION, THIS CHAPTER”
in chapter 5 of title II of division B of the
Omnibus Consolidated and Emergency Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 1999 (2 U.S.C.
141a) is amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of
the Revised Statutes of the United States (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(2) Section 114 of the Legislative Branch
Appropriations Act, 1996 (Public Law 104-53,
2 U.S.C. 471 note) is amended by striking
‘“‘the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, as amended’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States
Code”’.

(3) Section 6(a) of the Technology Assess-
ment Act of 1972 (2 U.S.C. 475(a)) is amend-
ed—

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘section
3648 of the Revised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 529)”
and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of
title 31, United States Code’’.

(4) Section 119(a)(6) of the John C. Stennis
Center for Public Service Training and De-
velopment Act (2 U.S.C. 1108(a)(6)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised
Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”’ and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(5) Section 3011(b)(4)(B) of the 1999 Emer-
gency Supplemental Appropriations Act
(Public Law 106-31, 2 U.S.C. 11561 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-

vised Statutes’” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code,”.
(6) Section 1308(a) of the Legislative

Branch Appropriations Act, 2008 (2 U.S.C.
1816a(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
303M of the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253m)”’
and substituting ‘‘section 3309 of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(7) Public Law 96-558 (2 U.S.C. 1816b) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States (41 U.S.C.
5)’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(8) Section 1201(a)(1) of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 2003 (2 U.S.C.
1821(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code,”".

(9) Section 308(b) of the Legislative Branch
Appropriations Act, 1996 (2 U.S.C. 1964(b)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States (41 U.S.C.
5)’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(10) Section 1(d) of Public Law 102-330 (2
U.S.C. 2021 note) is amended by striking
“section 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(11) Section 307E(b)(3) of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 1989 (2 U.S.C.
2146(b)(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(12) Section 202(i)(2) of the Legislative Re-
organization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C. 4301(i)(2)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code,”.

(13) Section 195(b) of the Supplemental Ap-
propriations Act, 1985 (2 U.S.C. 6157(b)) is
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amended by striking ‘‘section 5 of title 41
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(14) Section 117(1) of Public Law 97-51 (2
U.S.C. 6599(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 5 and substituting ‘‘section 6101"".

SEC. 4. TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 3(d)(2)(B) of the Administrative
Dispute Resolution Act (Public Law 101-552,
5 U.S.C. 571 note) is amended by striking
‘‘section 6(a) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 405(a))” and
substituting ‘‘section 1121(b) of title 41,
United States Code’.

(2) Section 595(c)(10) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘title
IIT of the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949, as amended (41
U.S.C. 251-260)" and substituting ‘‘the provi-
sions referred to in section 171(c) of title 41”°.

(3) Section 206 of the Notification and Fed-
eral Employee Antidiscrimination and Re-
taliation Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-174, 5
U.S.C. 2301 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (¢)(1)(B), by striking
‘‘section 13 of the Contract Disputes Act of
1978 (41 U.S.C. 612)” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 7108 of title 41, United States Code,”’;
and

(B) in subsection (d)(1)(B), by striking ‘‘the
Contracts Dispute Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 601
note; Public Law 95-563)”" and substituting
‘‘chapter 71 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(4) Section 3109(b)(3) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101°.

(b) Section 1110(e)(2)(G) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010
(Public Law 111-84, 5 U.S.C. 3702 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 27 of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 21 of title 41, United
States Code’.

(6) Section 4105 of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”°.

(7) Section 4(b) of the Telework Enhance-
ment Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-292, 124
Stat. 3173, 5 U.S.C. 6501 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 303 of the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41
U.S.C. 253)” and substituting ‘‘sections 3105,
3301, and 3303 to 3305 of title 41, United States
Code’’.

(8) Section 7342(e)(1) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘of sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘referred to in
section 171(b) and (c)’’.

(9) Section 8709(a) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101°°.

(10) Section 8714a(a) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101"°.

(11) Section 8714b(a) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101°.

(12) Section 8714c(a) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101°.

(13) Section 8902(a) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101"".

(14) Section 8953 of title 5, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 6101(b) to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section
6101"’; and

(B) in subsection (d)(3)—

(i) before subparagraph (A), by striking
“‘the Contract Disputes Act of 1978’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 71 of title 41°’;
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(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(after
appropriate arrangements, as described in
section 8(c) of such Act)”’; and

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 10(a)(1) of such Act” and substituting
“section 7104(b)(1) of title 41",

(15) Section 8983 of title 5, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 6101(b) to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section
6101"; and

(B) in subsection (d)(3)—

(i) before subparagraph (A), by striking
‘‘the Contract Disputes Act of 1978’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 71 of title 41°’;

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(after
appropriate arrangements, as described in
section 8(c) of such Act)”’; and

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 10(a)(1) of such Act” and substituting
“section 7104(b)(1) of title 41,

(16) Section 9003(a) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”’.

SEC. 5. TITLE 6, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 309(b)(6) of the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 189(b)(6)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 303(b)(1)(C) of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253(b)(1)(C))”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 3303(a)(1)(C) of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(2) Section 833 of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 393) is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 32 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 428) the amount speci-
fied in subsections (c¢), (d), and (f) of such
section 32’ and substituting ‘‘section 1902 of
title 41, United States Code, the amount
specified in subsections (a), (d), and (e) of
such section 1902°;

(B) in subsection (b)(2)(A), by striking
“‘section 32(c) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 428(c))”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 1902(d) of title 41,
United States Code’’;

(C) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4(11) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(11))”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 134 of title 41, United
States Code,”’; and

(D) in subsection (d)(2), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 31(a)(2) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 427(a)(2)) and sec-
tion 303(g)(1)(B) of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41
U.S.C. 253(g)(1)(B))” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tions 1901(a)(2) and 3305(a)(2) of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(3) Section 851 of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 421) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 4(1) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(1))” and
substituting ‘‘section 133 of title 41, United
States Code™.

(4) Section 853(b) of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 423(b)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Section
4(11) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(11))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘Section 134 of title 41, United
States Code’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘Section
309(d) of the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 259(d))”’
and substituting ‘‘Section 153 of title 41,
United States Code’’.

(5) Section 854 of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 424) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘section 32 of the Office of
Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
428)” and substituting ‘‘section 1902 of title
41, United States Code,”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘subsections (c), (d), and (f)
of such section 32” and substituting ‘‘sub-
sections (a), (d), and (e) of such section 1902°.
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(6) Section 855 of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 425) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Sec-
tions 31 and 34 of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 427, 430)”’ and
substituting ‘‘Sections 1901 and 1906 of title
41, United States Code’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘Sec-
tion 303(g) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
253(g))”” and substituting ‘‘Section 3305 of
title 41, United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (b)(1)—

(i) by striking ‘‘section 31(a)(2) of the Of-
fice of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.S.C. 427(a)(2))” and substituting ‘‘section
1901(a)(2) of title 41, United States Code’’;
and

(ii) by striking ‘‘section 303(g)(1)(B) of the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253(g)(1)(B))”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 3305(a)(2) of title 41,
United States Code,”.

() Section 856(a) of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 426(a)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘“‘FEDERAL
PROPERTY AND ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES ACT
OF 1949 and substituting ‘‘PROVISIONS RE-
FERRED TO IN SECTION 171(c) OF TITLE 41,
UNITED STATES CODE’’;

(ii) before subparagraph (A), by striking
‘“‘title III of the Federal Property and Admin-
istrative Services Act of 1949” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(c) of title 41, United States Code’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (A)—

(I) by striking ‘‘Paragraphs (1), (2), (6), and
(7) of subsection (c) of section 303 (41 U.S.C.
2563)”’ and substituting ‘‘Paragraphs (1), (2),
(6), and (7) of section 3304(a) of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(IT) by striking ‘‘(subject to subsection (e)
of such section)” and substituting ‘‘(subject
to section 3304(d) of title 41, United States
Code)’’; and

(iv) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘Sec-
tion 303J (41 U.S.C. 253j)” and substituting
“Section 4106 of title 41, United States
Code’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘OFFICE OF
FEDERAL PROCUREMENT POLICY ACT”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘PROVISIONS REFERRED TO IN SEC-
TION 172(b) OF TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE’’;
and

(ii) by striking ‘‘Paragraphs (1)(B), (1)(D),
and (2) of section 18(c) of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
416(c))”’ and substituting ‘‘Paragraphs (1)(B),
(1)(D), and (2)(A) of section 1708(b) of title 41,
United States Code’’.

(8) Section 604(g) of the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (6 U.S.C.
453b(g)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 34 of
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 430)” and substituting ‘‘section
1906 of title 41, United States Code’.

(9) Section 692(c) of the Post-Katrina
Emergency Management Reform Act of 2006
(6 U.S.C. 792(c)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403)” and substituting
‘“‘section 134 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(10) Section 695 of the Post-Katrina Emer-
gency Management Reform Act of 2006 (6
U.S.C. 794) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (2) of section 303(c) of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 253(c))” and substituting
“paragraph (2) of section 3304(a) of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(B) in subsection (c¢), by striking ‘‘section 4
of the Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 403)” and substituting ‘‘section
134 of title 41, United States Code’’.
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SEC. 6. TITLE 7, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Subsection (f)(1)(G) of the United States
Cotton Futures Act (7 U.S.C. 15b(H)(1)(G)) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40
U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chapter
5 of title 40, United States Code”.

(2) Section 5(a) of the United States Cotton
Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 55(a)) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et
seq.)”’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40,
United States Code’.

(3) Section 7(c) of the United States Grain
Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 79(c)) is amended by
striking ‘“‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949, as amended (40
U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chapter
5 of title 40, United States Code”.

(4) Section 10(a) of the Act of June 29, 1935
(ch. 338, 7 U.S.C. 427i(a)) (known as the Agri-
cultural Research Act and the Bankhead-
Jones Act) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709, Revised Statutes’” and substituting
‘“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(5) Section 386 of the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Act of 1938 (7 U.S.C. 1386) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3741 of the Revised Stat-
utes (U.S.C., 1934 edition, title 41, sec. 22)”
and substituting ‘‘section 6306 of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(6) Section 514(f) of the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act of 1938 (7 U.S.C. 1514(f)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3741 of the Re-
vised Statutes, as amended (41 U.S.C., sec-
tion 22)” and substituting ‘‘section 6306 of
title 41, United States Code,”’.

(7) Section 205(a) of the Agricultural Mar-
keting Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1624(a)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 3648 (31 U.S.C., sec.
529) and section 3709 (41 U.S.C., sec. 5) of the
Revised Statutes” and substituting ‘‘section
3324(a) and (b) of title 31, United States Code,
and section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code,”’.

(8) Section 407(c)(2) of the Food for Peace
Act (7 U.S.C. 1736a(c)(2)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.)”
and substituting ‘‘provisions referred to in
section 171(b) and (c) of title 41, United
States Code,”’.

(9) Section 335(c)(4) of the Comnsolidated
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C.
1985(c)(4)) is amended by striking ‘‘Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and substituting
‘“‘provisions referred to in section 171(b) and
(c) of title 41, United States Code,”.

(10) Section 716(a) of the Agriculture, Rural
Development, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 1998 (Public Law 105-86, 7 U.S.C. 2208
note) is amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘““BUY AMER-
ICAN AcCT” and substituting ‘‘CHAPTER 83 OF
TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘sections 2 through 4 of the
Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a-10c; popu-
larly known as the ‘Buy American Act’)’”’ and
substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(11) Section 921 of the Federal Agriculture
Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 (7
U.S.C. 2279b) is amended—

(A) in subsection (h)(4), by striking ‘‘the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and
substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United
States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (i), by striking ‘‘Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and substituting
“provisions referred to in section 171(b) and
(c) of title 41, United States Code,”’.

(12) Section 1472(e) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3318(e)) is amend-
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ed by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised
Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5), and the provisions of
section 3648 of the Revised Statutes (31
U.S.C. 529)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code, and the provi-
sions of section 3324(a) and (b) of title 31,
United States Code’.

(13) Section 6201(b)(2) of the Farm Security
and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (Public
Law 107-171, 7 U.S.C. 5901 note) is amended
by striking ‘‘Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et
seq.)”’ and substituting ‘‘provisions referred
to in section 171(b) and (c) of title 41, United
States Code,”.

SEC. 7. TITLE 8, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 1248(c)(3) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008
(Public Law 110-181, 8 U.S.C. 1157 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 4(1) of the Of-
fice of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.S.C. 403(1))” and substituting ‘‘section 133
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(2) Section 241(g)(1) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1231(g)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(3) Section 285(a) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1355(a)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes, as amended (41 U.S.C. 5),” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code,”.

(4) Section 294(a)(1) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1363a(a)(1)) is
amended—

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3732(a) of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C.
11(a))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6301(a) and
(b)(1) through (3) of title 41, United States
Code’’;

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 305 of the Act of June 30, 1949 (63 Stat.
396; 41 U.S.C. 255)” and substituting ‘‘chapter
45 of title 41, United States Code’’;

(C) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3741 of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C.
22)”” and substituting ‘‘section 6306 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(D) in subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘sub-
sections (a) and (c) of section 304 of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 395; 41 U.S.C. 254(a) and
(c))” and substituting ‘‘section 3901 of title
41, United States Code’’.

SEC. 8. TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 2194(b)(2) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘of sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘referred to in
section 171(b) and (c)’.

(2) Section 821 of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398, §1 [H.R. 54081,
10 U.S.C. 2302 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘sections
6 and 25 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 405 and 421)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘sections 1121 and 1303 of title 41,
United States Code,”; and

(B) in subsection (e)(2), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4(12) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(12))”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 103 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(3) Section 822 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public
Law 104-106, 10 U.S.C. 2302 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (d)(1)(B), by striking
“‘section 26(f) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 422(f))” and
substituting ‘‘section 1502(a) and (b) of title
41, United States Code’’;

(B) in subsection (e)(3)(B)(iii), by striking
“‘section 26(f) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 422(f))” and
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substituting ‘‘section 1502(a) and (b) of title
41, United States Code’’;

(C) in subsection (f)—

(1) by striking ‘‘section 26(f) of the Office of
Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
422(f))” and substituting ‘‘section 1502(a) and
(b) of title 41, United States Code’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘such section 26(f)”’ and
substituting ‘‘such section 1502(a) and (b)’;
and

(D) in subsection (g)(2)(A), by striking
“section 34 of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 430)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1906 of title 41, United
States Code,”.

(4) Section 9002(c) of the Federal Acquisi-
tion Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law
103-355, 10 U.S.C. 2302c note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 18(a)(3)(B) of the Office of
Federal Procurement Policy Act” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1708(e)(1)(B) of title 41,
United States Code’.

(5) Section 810(b)(2)(A) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998
(Public Law 105-85, 10 U.S.C. 2405 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Contract Disputes
Act of 1978 and substituting ‘‘chapter 71 of
title 41, United States Code,”.

(6) Section 2461(d)(1) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
2 of the Javits-Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C.
47)” and substituting ‘‘section 8503 of title
41>,

(7) Section 2562(a)(1) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions
referred to in section 171(b) and (c)”’.

(8) Section 2576(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘subtitle I of
title 40 and division C (except sections 3302,
3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I’
and substituting ‘‘the provisions referred to
in section 171(b) and (c)”’.

(9) Section 2664(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘subtitle I of
title 40 and title III of the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41
U.S.C. 251 et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘the
provisions referred to in section 171(b) and
(c) of title 41°°.

(10) Section 2667(g)(1) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(2) or subtitle I of title 40 and title
III of the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949 (to the extent sub-
title I and title III are inconsistent with this
subsection)’’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40 (to the extent such chapter is incon-
sistent with this subsection) or subsection
(a)3)”.

(11) Section 2905(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Defense
Base Closure and Reallignment Act of 1990
(Public Law 101-510, div. B, title XXIX, part
A, 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by striking
‘“‘the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949’ and substituting ‘‘chap-
ter 5 of title 40, United States Code”’.

(12) Section 204(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Defense
Authorization Amendments and Base Clo-
sure and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-
526, 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949 and substituting
‘“‘chapter b of title 40, United States Code’’.

(13) Section 2691(b) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘of sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘referred to in
section 171(b) and (c)’.

(14) Section 2696(b) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
title I of title 40 and title III of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 251 et seq.)” and substituting
‘“‘chapter b of title 40”°.
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(15) Section 2854a(d)(1) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘Provisions of
law referred to in section 171(b) and (c¢)”’.

(16) Section 2878(e)(2) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Sub-
title I of title 40 and title III of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 251 et seq.)” and substituting
“‘Chapter 5 of title 40”.

(17) Section 8304(5) of the Federal Acquisi-
tion Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law
103-355, 10 U.S.C. 3452 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Javits-Wagner-O’Day Act (41
U.S.C. 46-48c)”’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 85
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(18) Section 804(d) of the Strom Thurmond
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1999 (Public Law 105-261, 10 U.S.C.
3741 note) is amended—

(A) by striking 2324(1)” and substituting
¢3741(2)’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘section 306(1) of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.256(1))” and substituting
‘“‘section 4301(2) of title 41, United States
Code)”’.

(19) Section 8675(d) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions
referred to in section 171(b) and (c)”’.

(20) Section 9494(b)(1) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions
referred to in section 171(b) and (c)”’.

(21) Section 9781(g) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions
referred to in section 171(b) and (c)”’.

SEC. 9. TITLE 12, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 5153 of the Revised Statutes (12
U.S.C. 90) is amended by striking ‘‘Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949, as amended’ and substituting ‘‘provi-
sions referred to in section 171(b) and (c) of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(2) Section 502(c)(2) of the Housing Act of
1948 (12 U.S.C. 1701c(c)(2)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title
41, United States Code”.

(38) Section 108(d) of the Housing and Urban
Development Act of 1968 (12 U.S.C. 1701z(d))
is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘the Federal Property and

Administrative Services Act of 1949 and
substituting ‘‘chapter 5 title 40, United
States Code’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘such Act” and sub-

stituting ‘‘such chapter”.

(4) Section 502 of the Housing and Urban
Development Act of 1970 (12 U.S.C. 1701z-2) is
amended—

(A) in subsection (¢c)—

(i) by striking ‘‘the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 and
substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United
States Code’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘such Act”
stituting ‘‘such chapter’’; and

(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code’.

(5) Section 2(c)(2) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1703(c)(2)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘““Section 3709 of the Revised Statutes”
and substituting ‘‘Section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code,”.
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(6) Section 204(g) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1710(g)) is amended by striking
“section 3709 of the Revised Statutes’” and
substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code,”.

(7) Section 207(1) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1713(1)) is amended by striking
“section 3709 of the Revised Statutes’” and
substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code,”.

(8) Section 604(g) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1739(g)) is amended by striking
“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes’ and
substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code,”.

(9) Section 708(h) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1747g(h)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes”
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(10) Section 712 of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1747k) is amended by striking
“section 3709 of the Revised Statutes’” and
substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code™.

(11) Section 904(f) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1750c(f)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes’”
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(12) Section 208(b) of the Federal Credit
Union Act (12 U.S.C. 1788(b)) is amended—

(A) in the matter before paragraph (1), by
striking ‘‘Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949” and substituting
“provisions referred to in section 171(b) and
(c) of title 41, United States Code,”’; and

(B) in the matter after paragraph (2), by
striking ‘‘Section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States’ and substituting
“Section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code,”.

(13) Section 17(g) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1827(g)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(14) Section 1316(h)(3) of the Federal Hous-
ing Enterprises Financial Safety and Sound-
ness Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 4516(h)(3)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States (41 U.S.C.
5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code”’.

(15) Section 319 (matter before paragraph
(1)) of the Enhancing Financial Institution
Safety and Soundness Act of 2010 (12 U.S.C.
5416 (matter before paragraph (1)) is amended
by striking ‘‘Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 251 et
seq.)”’ and substituting ‘‘provisions referred
to in section 171(b) and (c) of title 41, United
States Code,”.

(16) Section 1017(a)(5)(C) of the Consumer
Financial Protection Act of 2010 (12 U.S.C.
5497(a)(5)(C)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.
SEC. 10. TITLE 14, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Effective January 4, 2011, section 5(c)(2)
of Public Law 111-350 (124 Stat. 3847) is re-
pealed.

(2) Section 501(d) of title 14, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘subtitle I of
title 40 and division C (except sections 3302,
3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I
of title 41 and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40”.

(3) Section 504(a)(8) of title 14, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
title I of title 40 and title IIT of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 251 et seq.)” and substituting
‘“‘chapter b of title 40°°.

(4) Section 901(a) of title 14, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘subtitle I of
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title 40 and division C (except sections 3302,
3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I
of title 41” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40”.

(5) Section 1136(2) of title 14, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 16 of
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 414)” and substituting ‘‘section
1702 of title 41”.

SEC. 11. TITLE 15, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 4 of the Metric Conversion Act
of 1975 (156 U.S.C. 205¢) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘section
403(6) of title 41, United States Code” and
substituting ‘‘section 107 of title 41, United
States Code’’; and

(B) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘has the
meaning given such terms in section 304A of
the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 254b)”’ and sub-
stituting ‘“has the meaning given the term
‘cost or pricing data’ in section 3501(a) of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(2) Section 7(4) of the Metric Conversion
Act of 1975 (15 U.S.C. 205f(4)) is amended by
striking ‘‘Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949, as amended (40
U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘provi-
sions referred to in section 171(b) and (c) of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(3) Section 14(a) of the Metric Conversion
Act of 1975 (15 U.S.C. 205l(a)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘title III of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 251 et seq.)” and substituting
‘“‘the provisions referred to in section 171(c)
of title 41, United States Code’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘section 314B(c) of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 264b(c))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 3307(d) of title 41, United
States Code’’;

(C) by striking ‘‘section 314B of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 and substituting ‘‘subsections (b)
through (d) of section 3307 of title 41, United
States Code”’; and

(D) by striking ‘2377 or 314B”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 2377 or subsections (b)
through (d) of section 3307".

(4) Section 2 of the Act of June 16, 1948 (ch.
483, 15 U.S.C. 313 note), is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes”
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(5) Section 417(a) of the Small Business Re-
authorization Act of 1997 (Public Law 105-135,
15 U.S.C. 631 note) is amended by striking
“‘section 22 of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 418b)”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1707 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(6) Section 3(v)(1) of the Small Business
Act (15 U.S.C. 632(v)(1)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘sections 303H through 303K of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253h through 253k)”’ and
substituting ‘‘sections 4101, 4103, 4105, and
4106 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(7) Section 5 of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 634) is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(4), by striking ‘‘Sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amended
(41 U.S.C., sec. 5),” and substituting ‘‘Section
6101 of title 41, United States Code,”’; and

(B) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (41
U.S.C., sec. 5)”” and substituting ‘‘section 6101
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(8) Section 8 of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 637) is amended—

(A) in subsection (d)(4)(F)(ii), by striking
‘“‘the Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C.
601-613) and substituting ‘‘chapter 71 of title
41, United States Code’’;

(B) in subsection (d)(13)(E)—

(i) by striking ‘‘section 25(a) of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
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421(a))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 1302(a) of
title 41, United States Code,”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘section 25 of such Act”
and substituting ‘‘section 1303(a) of title 41,
United States Code,”’;

(C) in subsection (e)(2)(A)({1), by striking
‘‘section 18(a)(7) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 416(a)(7))”
and substituting ‘‘section 1708(d) of title 41,
United States Code’”’;

(D) in subsection (g)(2), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 303(c) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
2563(c))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 3304(a) of
title 41, United States Code,”’;

(E) in subsection (h)(1)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)(iii), by striking
‘‘section 16(3) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 414(3))” and
substituting ‘‘section 1702(c)(1) and (2) of
title 41, United States Code’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘title
IIT of the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 2561 et
seq.)” and substituting ‘‘the provisions re-
ferred to in section 171(c) of title 41, United
States Code,”’;

(F) in subsection (h)(2)—

(i) by striking ‘‘section 303(f)(2) of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253(f)(2))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘paragraphs (3) and (4) of section
3304(e) of title 41, United States Code,”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘section 303(f)(1) of such
Act or section 2304(f)(1) of such title” and
substituting ‘‘section 3304(e)(1) of title 41,
United States Code, or section 2304(f)(1) of
title 10, United States Code’’;

(G) in subsection (j), by striking ‘‘section
4(1) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(1))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 133 of title 41, United
States Code”’; and

(H) in subsection (m)(1)(A), by striking
‘‘section 27(f)(5) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 423(f)(5))”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 2101(1) of title 41,
United States Code’’.

(9) Section 1321 of the Small Business Jobs
Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-240, 15 U.S.C. 637
note) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘section 25(a) of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
421(a))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 1302(a) of
title 41, United States Code,”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘section 25 of such Act”
and substituting ‘‘section 1303(a) of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(10) Section 304(b) of the Business Oppor-
tunity Development Reform Act of 1988 (Pub-
lic Law 100-656, 15 U.S.C. 637 note) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 22 of the Office of
Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
418b)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 1707 of title
41, United States Code”’.

(11) Section 9 of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 638) is amended—

(A) in subsection (e)(8), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 35(c)(1) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act’” and substituting ‘‘section
1303(a)(1) of title 41, United States Code’’;
and

(B) in subsection (n)(2)(A), by striking
‘‘section 25(c)(1) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act’ and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 1303(a)(1) of title 41, United States
Code’’.

(12) Section 15 of the Small Business Act
(15 U.S.C. 644) is amended—

(A) in subsection (c)(1)(A), by striking ‘‘the
first section of the Act entitled ‘An Act to
create a Committee on Purchases of Blind-
made Products, and for other purposes’, ap-
proved June 25, 1938 (41 U.S.C. 46)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 8502 of title 41, United
States Code’’;

(B) in subsection (¢)(2)(B), by striking
“‘section 2 of the Act entitled ‘An Act to cre-
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ate a Committee on Purchases of Blind-made
Products, and for other purposes’, approved
June 25, 1938 (41 U.S.C. 47)” and substituting
‘“‘section 8503 of title 41, United States Code’’;

(C) in subsection (q)(2)(A)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘section 25(a) of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
4219(a))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 1302(a) of
title 41, United States Code,”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘section 25 of such Act”
and substituting ‘‘section 1303(a) of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(D) in subsection (r)(2), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 303J(b) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
2563j(b))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 4106(c) of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(13) Section 2353 of the Federal Acquisition
Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-355,
15 U.S.C. 644 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘the
Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 601
et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 71 of title
41, United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘the Con-
tract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 601 et
seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 71 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(14) Section 133(c) of the Small Business
Administration Reauthorization and Amend-
ment Act of 1988 (Public Law 100-590, 15
U.S.C. 644 note) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘affiars’ and substituting
“affairs’’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘the first section of the Act
entitled ‘An Act to create a Committee on
Purchases of Blind-made Products, and for
other purposes’, approved June 25, 1938 (41
U.S.C. 46)” and substituting ‘‘section 8502 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(15) Section 31(b) of the Small Business Act
(15 U.S.C. 657a(b)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 27(f)(5) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 423(£)(5))” and
substituting ‘‘section 2101(1) of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403)” and substituting
“‘section 107 of title 41, United States Code’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘the Jav-
its-Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46 et seq.)”
and substituting ‘‘chapter 85 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(16) Section 604(d) of the Veterans Entre-
preneurship and Small Business Develop-
ment Act of 1999 (Public Law 106-50, 15 U.S.C.
657b note) is amended by striking ‘‘section
6(d)(4)(A) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 405(d)(4)(A))”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 1122(a)(4)(A) of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(17) Section 36(e) of the Small Business Act
(156 U.S.C. 657f(e)) is amended by striking
‘“‘the Javits-Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46
et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 85 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(18) Section 44(a)(3) of the Small Business
Act (15 U.S.C. 657q(a)(3)) is amended by strik-
ing “United States Code” and substituting
“United States Code,”.

(19) Section 8(b) of the Joint Resolution of
December 30, 1947 (ch. 526, 15 U.S.C. 713d-2(b))
is amended by striking ‘‘sections 3709 and
3648 of the Revised Statutes, as amended
(U.8.C., title 41, sec. 5, and title 31, sec. 529)”’
and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of
title 31, United States Code, and section 6101
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(20) Section 4(h) of the Commodity Credit
Corporation Charter Act (156 U.S.C. 714b(h)) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949, as
amended” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code’’.
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(21) Section 14 of the Commodity Credit
Corporation Charter Act (15 U.S.C. 714]) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 1 of the Act of
February 27, 1877, as amended (41 U.S.C., 1940
edition, 22)” and substituting ‘‘section
6306(a) of title 41, United States Code,”’.

(22) Section 21(b)(1) of the Federal Fire
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 (156 U.S.C.
2218(b)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code,”.

(23) Section 8 of the Electric and Hybrid
Vehicle Research, Development, and Dem-
onstration Act of 1976 (15 U.S.C. 2507) is
amended—

(A) in subsection (c¢), by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘title III
of the Act of March 3, 1933 (47 Stat. 1520; 41
U.S.C. 10a-10c)”’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 83
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(24) Section 10 of the Toxic Substances
Control Act (15 U.S.C. 2609) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘sections
3648 and 3709 of the Revised Statutes (31
U.S.C. 529, 14 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘“‘section 3324(a) and (b) of title 31, United
States Code, and section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (b)(2)(B), by striking
“‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (31 U.S.C. 529, 41 U.S.C. 5)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of title 31,
United States Code, and section 6101 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(25) Section 27(b) of the Toxic Substances
Control Act (15 U.S.C. 2626(b)) is amended by
striking ‘‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 529; 41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of
title 31, United States Code, and section 6101
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(26) Section 208 of the High-Performance
Computing Act of 1991 (156 U.S.C. 5528) is
amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(1)(B), by striking
“title III of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41
U.S.C. 10a-10d; popularly known as the Buy
American Act) as amended by the Buy Amer-
ican Act of 1988’ and substituting ‘‘chapter
83 of title 41, United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (¢c)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘“‘BUY AMER-
ICAN AcCT” and substituting ‘“‘CHAPTER 83 OF
TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘title III of the Act of
March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a-10d; popularly
known as the Buy American Act), as amend-
ed by the Buy American Act of 1988, and
substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title 41, United
States Code,”.

SEC. 12. TITLE 16, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 3 of Public Law 90-545 (16 U.S.C.
79¢) is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949, as amended” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States
Code”’; and

(B) in subsection (c¢), by striking ‘‘the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 377), as amended (40
U.S.C. 471 et seq.)”” and substituting ‘‘chapter
5 of title 40, United States Code’ .

(2) Section 201(a)(2)(B)(ii) of Public Law 91—
661 (16 U.S.C. 160b(a)(2)(B)(ii)) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 377), as
amended’’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code’’.

(3) Section 2 of the Act of December 22, 1944
(ch. 674, 16 U.S.C. 343b), is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 355, as amended, section 1136, as
amended, and section 3709 of the Revised
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Statutes (except the last paragraph of said
section 355, as amended” and substituting
‘“‘sections 3111 and 3112 of title 40, United
States Code, and section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code (except said section
3112”.

(4) Section 317 of Public Law 98-146 (16
U.S.C. 396f) (known as the Department of the
Interior and Related Agencies Appropriation
Act, 1984) is amended by striking ‘‘the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949”7 and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code’’.

(5) Section 9102(e) of the Department of De-
fense Appropriations Act, 1990 (Public Law
101-165, 16 U.S.C. 396f note) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949, as amended” and
substituting ‘‘section 102 of title 40, United
States Code”.

(6) Section 102(d) of the Everglades Na-
tional Park Protection and Expansion Act of
1989 (16 U.S.C. 410r-6(d)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 377)” and
substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United
States Code’.

(7) Section 2 of Public Law 86-62 (16 U.S.C.
430a—2) is amended by striking ‘‘the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949, as amended’’ and substituting ‘“‘chapter
5 of title 40, United States Code”.

(8) Section 102(c) of Public Law 101-442 (16
U.S.C. 430h-7(c)) is amended by striking ‘‘the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949, as amended” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States
Code’.

(9) Subparagraph (D) of the introductory
provisions of section 3 of Public Law 90-468
(16 U.S.C. 441]) is amended by striking ‘‘the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 and substituting ‘‘chapter 5
of title 40, United States Code”’.

(10) Section 2(a) of the Act of May 17, 1954
(ch. 204, 16 U.S.C. 450jj-1(a)) (known as the
Jefferson National Expansion Memorial Act)
is amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code”’.

(11) Public Law 87-313 (16 U.S.C. 459a—4
note) is amended by striking ‘‘the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949, as amended’ and substituting ‘‘chapter
5 of title 40, United States Code’’.

(12) Section 2(a) of Public Law 92-237 (16
U.S.C. 460m-9(a)) is amended by striking
‘“‘the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (63 Stat 377; 40 U.S.C. 471
et seq.), as amended”’ and substituting
‘“‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States Code’’.

(13) Section 8(a) of Public Law 91-479 (16
U.S.C. 460x-T7(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 377), as amended (40
U.S.C. 471 et seq.)”’ and substituting ‘‘chapter
5 of title 40, United States Code”’.

(14) Section 3(a) of Public Law 92-589 (16
U.S.C. 460bb-2(a)) is amended by striking
‘‘the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 377), as amend-
ed” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40,
United States Code’".

(15) Section 108(c)(1) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C.
460ee(c)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 377; 40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.),
as amended’” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code’’.

(16) Section 2(d) of Public Law 93-555 (16
U.S.C. 460ff-1(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949, as amended” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States
Code”.

(17) Section 2(a) of Public Law 94-235 (16
U.S.C. 460hh-1(a)) is amended by striking
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‘“‘the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 377), as amend-
ed” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40,
United States Code’.

(18) Section 102(b) of Public Law 95-344 (16
U.S.C. 460ii-1(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and
substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United
States Code™.

(19) Section 545(d)(1)(B) of The Land Be-
tween the Lakes Protection Act of 1998 (16
U.S.C. 460111-45(d)(1)(B)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et
seq.)”’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40,
United States Code’.

(20) The proviso relating to open purchase,
without advertising, of seeds, cones, and
nursery stock under the heading ‘‘GENERAL
EXPENSES, FOREST SERVICE” under the head-
ing “FOREST SERVICE” in the Act of June
30, 1914 (ch. 131, 38 Stat. 429, 16 U.S.C. 504), is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709, Revised
Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(21) The first section of the Act of July 26,
1956 (ch. 736, 16 U.S.C. 505a) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949, as amended’ and
substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United
States Code”’.

(22) Section 3 of the Act of April 24, 1950
(ch. 97, 16 U.S.C. 580c) is amended by striking
‘“‘section 3709, Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’.

(23) Section 302(b) of the Department of Ag-
riculture Organic Act of 1944 (16 U.S.C. 590q—
1) is amended by striking ‘‘the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949,
as amended’”’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code’’.

(24) Section 5(c) of the Act of August 11,
1939 (ch. 717, 16 U.S.C. 590z-3(c)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code,”’.

(25) Section 9(d)(2)(A) of the Pittman-Rob-
ertson Wildlife Restoration Act (known as
the Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act)
(16 U.S.C. 669n(d)(2)(A)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 4 of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403)’’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 132 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(26) Section 208(d) of the Sikes Act (16
U.S.C. 6700(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘title
IIT (other than section 304) of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 251-260)” and substituting
“‘the provisions referred to in subsection
171(c) (except sections 3901 and 3905) of title
41, United States Code’.

(27) Section 3 of the Act of May 11, 1938 (ch.
193, 16 U.S.C. 757) is amended by striking
“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes’ and
substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code”’.

(28) Section 9(d)(2)(A) of the Dingell-John-
son Sport Fish Restoration Act (16 U.S.C.
T7Th(d)(2)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403)” and substituting
“‘section 132 of title 41, United States Code’.

(29) Section 2 of the Federal Power Act (16
U.S.C. 793) is amended by striking ‘‘Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949, as amended” and substituting ‘‘provi-
sions referred to in section 171(b) and (c) of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(30) Section 14 of the Whaling Convention
Act of 1949 (16 U.S.C. 916]) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (2)(e), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 11 of the Act of March 1, 1919 (U.S.C.,
title 44, sec. 111), and section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (U.S.C., title 41, sec. 5)” and
substituting ‘‘section 501 of title 44, United
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States Code, and section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2)(f), by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes (U.S.C., title 41,
sec. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(31) Section 12 of the Tuna Conventions
Act of 1950 (16 U.S.C. 961) is amended—

(A) in subsection (c¢), by striking ‘‘section
11 of the Act of March 1, 1919 (U.S.C., title 44,
sec. 111), or section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (U.S.C., title 41, sec. 5)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 501 of title 44, United
States Code, or section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes (U.S.C., title 41,
sec. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(32) Section 2(b)(1) of Public Law 87-758 (16
U.S.C. 1052(b)(1)) is amended by striking
“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(33) Section 114(a) of the Department of the
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act, 2012 (Public Law 112-74,
16 U.S.C. 1336 note) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘section 304B of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 254c)”’ and substituting
“‘section 3903 of title 41, United States Code’’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘5-year term restriction in
subsection (d)” and substituting ‘‘5b-year
term restriction in subsection (a)’’.

(34) Section 8(f)(2) of the Cooperative For-
estry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C.
2104(f)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code”.

(35) Section 10(c) of the Cooperative For-
estry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2106(c))
is amended by striking ‘‘the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of
1949’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40,
United States Code”.

(36) Section 4(e)(1) of the Coastal Barrier
Resources Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(e)(1)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C.
471 et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code,”.

SEC. 13. TITLE 18, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 443 of title 18, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 103 of
Title 41 and substituting ‘‘section 3 of the
Contract Settlement Act of 1944 (ch. 358, 58
Stat. 650)”.

(2) Section 819(c) of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Public
Law 90-351, 18 U.S.C. 1761 note) is amended
by striking ‘‘the first section of the Act of
June 30, 1936 (49 Stat. 2036; 41 U.S.C. 35), com-
monly known as the Walsh-Healey Act” and
substituting ‘‘section 6502 of title 41, United
States Code”’.

(8) Section 3287 of title 18, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 103 of
title 41’ and substituting ‘‘section 3 of the
Contract Settlement Act of 1944 (ch. 358, 58
Stat. 650)”.

(4) Section 3672 of title 18, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”°.

(5) Section 118 of the Department of Jus-
tice Appropriations Act, 2001 (Public Law
106-553, section 1(a)(2) [title I], 18 U.S.C. 4013
note) is amended by striking ‘‘section 4(d) of
the Service Contract Act of 1965 (41 U.S.C.
3563(d))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6707(d) of
title 41, United States Code”’.

(6) Section 637 of division H of the Consoli-
dated Appropriations Act, 2005 (Public Law
108-447, 18 U.S.C. 4124 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 25(c)(1) of the Office of Fed-
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eral Procurement Act (41 U.S.C. 421(c)(1))”
and substituting ‘‘section 1303(a)(1) of title
41, United States Code,”.

SEC. 14. TITLE 19, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 3131(a)(1) of the Anti-Drug
Abuse Act of 1986 (19 U.S.C. 2081(a)(1)) is
amended by striking clauses (ii) through (v)
of subparagraph (A) and substituting the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(i1) sections 6301(a) and (b)(1) through (3)
and 6306 of title 41, United States Code,

‘“(iii) chapter 45 of title 41, United States
Code,

‘“(iv) section 8141 of title 40, United States
Code, and

“(v) section 3901 of title 41, United States
Code, and”.

(2) Section 302(c)(2)(B) of the Trade Agree-
ments Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2512(c)(2)(B)) is
amended by striking ‘‘title III of the Act of
March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a et seq.), com-
monly referred to as the Buy American Act”’
and substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(3) Section 303 of the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2513) is amended by
striking ‘‘title III of the Act of March 3, 1933
(41 U.S.C. 10a et seq.), popularly referred to
as the Buy American Act,” and substituting
‘‘chapter 83 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(4) Section 1376(b)(1) of the Telecommuni-
cations Trade Act of 1988 (19 U.S.C. 3105(b)(1))
is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘title
IIT of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a,
et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title
41, United States Code,”’; and

(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘“‘title
IIT of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a,
et seq.)”’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title
41, United States Code,”.

SEC. 15. TITLE 20, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 6(a) of the Act of March 4, 1927
(ch. 505, 20 U.S.C. 196(a)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et
seq.) and section 321 of the Act of June 30,
1932 (40 U.S.C. 303b)” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 1302 of title 40, United States Code, and
the provisions referred to in section 171(b)
and (c) of title 41, United States Code”.

(2) Section 142 of the Higher Education Act
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1018a) is amended—

(A) in subsection (d)(2)(A), by striking
“‘section 18 of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 416)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1708 of title 41, United
States Code,’’;

(B) in subsection (d)(3)(A), by striking
‘‘sections 303A and 303B of the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949
(41 U.S.C. 253a and 253b)” and substituting
‘‘sections 3306(a) through (e) and 3308, chap-
ter 37, and section 4702 of title 41, United
States Code’’;

(C) in subsection (f)(1)(A), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 18 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 416)” and substituting
‘‘section 1708 of title 41, United States
Code,’’;

(D) in subsection (g)(56)(C), by striking
‘“‘section 18(b) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 416(b))” and
substituting ‘‘section 1708(c) of title 41,
United States Code’’;

(E) in subsection (g)(6), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 303(f) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
263(f))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 3304(e) of
title 41, United States Code,”’;

(F) in subsection (1)(1), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4(12) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(12))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 103 of title 41, United
States Code’’;

(G) in subsection (1)(2), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 309(b) of the Federal Property and Ad-
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ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
269(b))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 152 of title
41, United States Code’’;

(H) in subsection (1)(4), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 303(g)(1) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
253(g)(1)) and section 31 of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 427)”
and substituting ‘‘sections 1901 and 3305(a) of
title 41, United States Code’’; and

(I) in subsection (1)(5), by striking ‘‘section
303(g)(1)(B) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
2563(2)(1)(A)) and section 31(a)(1) of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
427(a)(1))” and substituting ‘‘sections
1901(a)(1) and 3305(a)(1) of title 41, United
States Code”.

(3) Section 401(i) of the Higher Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a(i)) is amended by
striking ‘‘subtitle D of title V of Public Law
100-690’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 81 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(4) Section 402A(b)(1) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a-11(b)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”’ and substituting
“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(5) Section 13(a)(6) of the Harry S Truman
Memorial Scholarship Act (20 U.S.C.
2012(a)(6)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(6) Section 7(a)(7) of the American Folklife
Preservation Act (20 U.S.C. 2106(a)(7)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes, as amended (41 U.S.C. 5)”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code™.

(7) Section 415(a) of the Department of
Education Organization Act (20 U.S.C.
3475(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 and substituting ‘‘referred to in
section 171(b) and (c) of title 41, United
States Code”.

(8) Section 814(a)(6) of the James Madison
Memorial Fellowship Act (20 TU.S.C.
4513(a)(6)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 5
of title 417 and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(9) Section 1411(a)(6) of the Barry Gold-
water Scholarship and Excellence in Edu-
cation Act (20 U.S.C. 4710(a)(6)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code’.

(10) Section 12(a)(6) of the Morris K. Udall
and Stewart L. Udall Foundation Act (20
U.S.C. 5608(a)(6)) is amended by striking
“section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(11) Section 1022(1) of the Goals 2000: Edu-
cate America Act (20 U.S.C. 6067(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘sections 2 through 4 of
the Act of March 3, 1993 (41 U.S.C. 10a-10c,
popularly known as the ‘Buy American
Act’)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(12) Section 505(a) of the Workforce Invest-
ment Act of 1998 (20 U.S.C. 9275(a)) is amend-
ed—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘“‘BUY AMER-
ICAN ACT” and substituting ‘‘CHAPTER 83 OF
TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the Buy American Act (41
U.S.C. 10a et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chap-
ter 83 of title 41, United States Code”’.

SEC. 16. TITLE 21, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 505(k)(4)(H) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 TU.S.C.
365(k)(4)(H)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
4(b) of the Federal Procurement Policy Act”
and substituting ‘‘section 132 of title 41,
United States Code’.
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(2) Section 520(k) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 360j(k)) is
amended by striking ‘‘sections 3648 and 3709
of the Revised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 529, 41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a)
and (b) of title 31, United States Code, and
section 6101 of title 41, United States Code’.

(3) Section 532(b)(3) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 360ii(b)(3))
is amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(4) Section 502(b) of the Controlled Sub-
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 872(b)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code”.

SEC. 17. TITLE 22, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 2(b)(1) of the Joint Resolution
of June 30, 1948 (ch. 756, 22 U.S.C. 272a(b)(1)),
is amended by striking ‘‘section 11 of the Act
of March 1, 1919 (44 U.S.C. 111), and section
3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amended”
and substituting ‘‘section 501 of title 44,
United States Code, and section 6101 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(2) Section 103 of the American-Mexican
Treaty Act of 1950 (22 U.S.C. 277d-3) is
amended by striking ‘‘sections 3679, 3732, and
3733 of the Revised Statutes” and sub-
stituting ‘‘sections 1341, 1342, and 1349
through 1351 and subchapter II of chapter 15
of title 31, United States Code, and sections
6301(a) and (b) and 6303 of title 41, United
States Code,”.

(3) Section 103 of the American-Mexican
Boundary Treaty Act of 1972 (22 U.S.C. 277d-
36) is amended by striking ‘‘the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40,
United States Code’’.

(4) Section 804(c)(2)(N) of the Tijuana River
Valley Estuary and Beach Sewage Cleanup
Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 277d-44(c)(2)(N)) is
amended by striking ‘‘title III of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 251 et seq.)” and substituting
‘“‘the provisions referred to in section 171(c)
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(6) The Act of August 27, 1935 (ch. 763, 22
U.S.C. 277e) is amended by striking ‘‘the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949, as amended’” and substituting
‘“‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States Code’’.

(6) Section 3(b) of the Joint Resolution of
January 28, 1948 (ch. 38, 22 U.S.C. 280b(b)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 11 of the Act of
March 1, 1919 (44 U.S.C. 111), and section 3709
of the Revised Statutes, as amended” and
substituting ‘‘section 501 of title 44, United
States Code, and section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code”.

(7) Section 2(b) of the Joint Resolution of
March 4, 1948 (ch. 97, 22 U.S.C. 280i(b)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 11 of the Act of
March 1, 1919 (44 U.S.C. 111), and section 3709
of the Revised Statutes, as amended” and
substituting ‘‘section 501 of title 44, United
States Code, and section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code”’.

(8) Section 2(b) of the Joint Resolution of
June 28, 1948 (ch. 686, 22 U.S.C. 280k(b)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 11 of the Act of
March 1, 1919 (44 U.S.C. 111), and section 3709
of the Revised Statutes, as amended’” and
substituting ‘‘section 501 of title 44, United
States Code, and section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’.

(9) Section 8 of the United Nations Partici-
pation Act of 1945 (22 U.S.C. 287e) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes, as amended (41 U.S.C. 5)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(10) Section 6 of the Joint Resolution of
July 30, 1946 (ch. 700, 22 U.S.C. 287r) is amend-
ed—
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(A) in clause (f), by striking ‘‘section 3709
of the Revised Statutes (U.S.C., title 41, sec.
5)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in clause (k), by striking ‘‘section 11 of
the Act of March 1, 1919 (U.S.C., title 44, sec.
111), and section 3709 of the Revised Statutes
(U.S8.C., title 41, sec. 5)” and substituting
‘“‘section 501 of title 44, United States Code,
and section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code’’.

(11) Section 4(a) of the Joint Resolution of
July 1, 1947 (ch. 185, 22 U.S.C. 289c(a)) is
amended by striking ‘‘sections 3709 and 3648
of the Revised Statutes, as amended (U.S.C.,
1940 edition, title 41, sec. 5, and title 31, sec.
529) and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and
(b) of title 31, United States Code, and sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(12) Section 3(b)(1) of the Joint Resolution
of June 14, 1948 (ch. 469, 22 U.S.C. 290b(b)(1)),
is amended by striking ‘‘section 11 of the Act
of March 1, 1919 (44 U.S.C. 111), and section
3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amended”
and substituting ‘‘section 501 of title 44,
United States Code, and section 6101 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(13) Section 802(a)(2) of the United States
Information and Educational Exchange Act
of 1948 (22 U.S.C. 1472(a)(2)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3741 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 22)”’ and substituting ‘‘section
6306 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(14) Section 5(c)(2) of the International
Health Research Act of 1960 (22 U.S.C.
2103(c)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘sections
3648 and 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States’” and substituting ‘‘section
3324(a) and (b) of title 31, United States Code,
and section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code”.

(156) Section 219(c) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2179(c)) is amended
by striking ‘‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States (31 U.S.C.
529 and 41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 3324(a) and (b) of title 31, United States
Code, and section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code’.

(16) Section 608 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2358) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) by striking ‘‘the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949, as
amended (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States
Code’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949, as
amended,” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code,”’; and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949, as amended,” and substituting
‘“‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States Code,”.

(17) Section 632(e)(1) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2392(e)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Assignment of
Claims Act of 1940, as amended (second and
third paragraphs of 31 U.S.C. 203 and 41
U.S.C. 15)” and substituting ‘‘section 3727(b)
(last sentence) and (c) of title 31, United
States Code, and section 6305(b)(1) through
(7) of title 41, United States Code”’.

(18) Section 636(g)(3) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2396(g)(3)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3733 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 12)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6303 of title 41, United
States Code,”.

(19) Section 10(d) of the Peace Corps Act (22
U.S.C. 2509(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States, as amended, section 302 of the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949” and substituting ‘‘sections
3101(a) and (c), 3104, 3106, 3301(b)(2), and 6101
of title 41, United States Code’’.
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(20) Section 401(a) of the Arms Control and
Disarmament Act (22 U.S.C. 2581(a)) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949, as
amended”’ and substituting ‘‘chapters 1
through 11 of title 40, United States Code”’.

(21) Section 2(h) of the State Department
Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C.
2669(h)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
303(c)(2) of the Federal Property and Admin-
istrative Services Act of 1949” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 3304(a)(2) of title 41,
United States Code’.

(22) Section 9 of the State Department
Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2676)
is amended by striking ‘‘section 3741 of the
Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 22)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6306 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(23) Section 565(a)(1) of the Anti-Economic
Discrimination Act of 1994 (22 TU.S.C.
2679c(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
4(11) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(11))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 134 of title 41, United
States Code)”.

(24) Section 41(b)(2) of the State Depart-
ment Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C.
2713(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code’’.

(25) Section 3101(c)(2) of the Panama Canal
Act of 1979 (22 U.S.C. 3861(c)(2)) is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 27 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 423)” and substituting
‘“‘chapter 21 of title 41, United States Code’’;
and

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘the
Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 601
et seq.), other than section 10(a) of such Act
(41 U.S.C. 609(a))” and substituting ‘‘chapter
71 (other than section 7104(b)) of title 41,
United States Code”’.

(26) Section 3102 of the Panama Canal Act
of 1979 (22 U.S.C. 3862) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(1)—

(i) by striking ‘‘section 8 of the Contract
Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 607)”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘sections 7105(a), (c) through (e),
and (g), 7106(a), and 7107(a) of title 41, United
States Code’’;

(ii) by striking ‘‘the Contract Disputes Act
of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 601 et seq.)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 71 of title 41, United
States Code,”’; and

(iii) by striking ‘‘that Act”
stituting ‘‘that chapter’; and

(B) in subsection (b)—

(i) by striking ‘‘section 10(a)(1) of the Con-
tract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 TU.S.C.
609(a)(1))”’ and substituting ‘“‘section
7104(b)(1) of title 41, United States Code,”’;
and

(ii) by striking ‘‘section 8(d) of such Act (41
U.S.C. 607(d))” and substituting ‘‘section
T7105(e) of title 41, United States Code’’.

(27) Section 704(a)(5) of the Foreign Service
Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 4024(a)(5)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States (41 U.S.C. 5) and
section 302 of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
252)" and substituting ‘‘sections 3101(a) and
(c), 3104, 3106, 3301(b)(2), and 6101 of title 41,
United States Code”.

(28) Section 202(c)(1) of the Support for
East European Democracy (SEED) Act of
1989 (22 U.S.C. 5422(c)(1)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 and
following)’ and substituting ‘‘chapters 1
through 11 of title 40, United States Code”’.
SEC. 18. TITLE 23, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 140 of title 23, United States
Code, is amended—

and sub-
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(A) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101"’; and

(B) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101.

(2) Section 502(c)(b) of title 23, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Sec-
tion 6101(b) to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘Section
6101.

SEC. 19. TITLE 24, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 11 of the Saint Elizabeths Hos-
pital and District of Columbia Mental Health
Services Act (24 U.S.C. 225h) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘the Buy
American Act of 1933, as amended’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title 41, United
States Code’’;

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘the
Buy American Act’” and substituting ‘‘chap-
ter 83 of title 41, United States Code,’’;

(C) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘the
Buy American Act’”’ and substituting ‘‘chap-
ter 83 of title 41, United States Code,’’;

(D) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘the Buy
American Act’” and substituting ‘‘chapter 83
of title 41, United States Code,’’; and

(E) by striking subsection (d) and redesig-
nating subsections (e) and (f) as subsections
(d) and (e), respectively.

(2) Section 2(a) of Public Law 86-571 (24
U.S.C. 322(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amended
(41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(3) Section 4(a) of Public Law 86-571 (24
U.S.C. 324(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amend-
ed” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’.

SEC. 20. TITLE 25, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) The Act of April 12, 1924 (ch. 93, 25
U.S.C. 190) is amended by striking ‘‘the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949, as amended” and substituting
“‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States Code,”.

(2) The fourth paragraph on p. 973 (39 Stat.)
in the first section of the Act of March 2, 1917
(ch. 146, 25 U.S.C. 293) is amended by striking
‘“‘the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, as amended’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States
Code,”.

(3) Section 310 of the Indian Health Care
Improvement Act (25 U.S.C. 1638b) is amend-
ed—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘the Buy
American Act’” and substituting ‘‘chapter 83
of title 41, United States Code,’’;

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘the Buy
American Act’” and substituting ‘‘chapter 83
of title 41, United States Code,’’; and

(C) by striking subsection (d).

(4) Section 105(a)(3) of the Indian Self-De-
termination Act (26 U.S.C. 5324(a)(3)) is
amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking ‘‘of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 401 et
seq.)” and substituting ‘‘referred to in sec-
tion 172(b) of title 41, United States Code,”’;
and

(ii) by striking ‘‘such Act”
stituting ‘‘such provisions,”’;

(B) in subparagraph (C)@i)(I), by striking
‘“Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.)” and
substituting ‘‘provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(b) and (c) of title 41, United States
Code’’;

(C) in subparagraph (C)(ii)(II), by striking
‘“Section 3709 of the Revised Statutes” and
substituting ‘‘Section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code™’;

(D) in subparagraph (C)(ii)(VIII), by strik-
ing ‘“‘Sections 1 through 12 of the Act of June
30, 1936 (49 Stat. 2036 et seq. chapter 881)”” and

and sub-
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substituting ‘‘Chapter 65 of title 41, United
States Code’’; and

(E) in subparagraph (C)(ii)(IX), by striking
““The Service Control Act of 1965 (41 U.S.C.
3561 et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘Chapter 67 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(5) Section 107(a)(1) of the Indian Self-De-
termination Act (256 U.S.C. 5328(a)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Contract Disputes
Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 601 et seq.)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 71 of title 41, United
States Code’.

(6) Section 110(d) of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination Act (25 U.S.C. 5331(d)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“‘The Contract Disputes
Act (Public Law 95-563, Act of November 1,
1978; 92 Stat. 2383, as amended)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘Chapter 71 of title 41, United
States Code,”’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘Interior Board of Contract
Appeals established pursuant to section 8 of
such Act (41 U.S.C. 607)” and substituting
‘‘Civilian Board of Contract Appeals estab-
lished pursuant to section 7105(b) of title 41,
United States Code’.

(7) Section 403(e)(1) of the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act
(256 U.S.C. 5363(e)(1)) is amended by striking
“‘of the Office of Federal Procurement and
Policy Act” and substituting ‘‘referred to in
section 172(b) of title 41, United States
Code’.

(8) Section 509(h) of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act (25
U.S.C. 5389(h)) is amended by striking ‘‘of the
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act”
and substituting ‘‘referred to in section
172(b) of title 41, United States Code’’.

(9) Section 510 of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act (25
U.S.C. 5390) is amended by striking ‘‘of the
Office of Federal Procurement and Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.)” and substituting
“referred to in section 172(b) of title 41,
United States Code,”.

SEC. 21. TITLE 26, UNITED STATES CODE.

Section 301(b)(3) of the James Zadroga 9/11
Health and Compensation Act of 2010 (Public
Law 111-347, 26 U.S.C. 5000C note) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 4 of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403)”
and substituting ‘‘section 133 of title 41,
United States Code’.

SEC. 22. TITLE 28, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) The last sentence of section 524(c)(1) of
title 28, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘‘division C (except sections 3302,
3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I
of title 41, section 6101(b) to (d) of title 41”
and substituting ‘‘the provisions referred to
in section 171(c) of title 41, section 6101 of
title 417,

(2) Section 115(a)(2) of the Department of
Justice Appropriations Act, 1999 (Public Law
105277, div. A, §101(b) [title I], 28 U.S.C. 524
note) is amended by striking ‘‘title II or IX
of the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act” and substituting
‘‘chapter 5 or 11 of title 40, United States
Code, the provisions referred to in section
172(b) of title 41, United States Code’’.

(3) Section 102(b)(1)(A) of the Department
of Justice and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 1993 (Public Law 102-395, title I, 28
U.S.C. 533 note) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘section 3732(a) of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 11(a)), section 305 of
the Act of June 30, 1949 (63 Stat. 396; 41 U.S.C.
265), the third undesignated paragraph under
the heading of ‘Miscellaneous’ of the Act of
March 3, 1877 (19 Stat. 370; 40 U.S.C. 34)” and
substituting ‘‘chapter 45 and section 6301(a)
and (b)(1) through (3) of title 41 of the United
States Code, section 8141 of title 40 of the
United States Code’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘section 3741 of the Revised
Statutes (41 U.S.C. 22), and subsections (a)
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and (c) of section 304 of the Federal Property
and Administrative Service Act of 1949 (63
Stat. 395; 41 U.S.C. 254(a) and (c))”’ and sub-
stituting ‘“‘and sections 3901 and 6306(a) of
title 41 of the United States Code’.

(4) Section 310(a)(2) of the Bankruptcy
Judges, United States Trustees, and Family
Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 (Public Law
99-5564, 28 U.S.C. 581 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949, the Office of
Federal Procurement Policy Act, and title 31
of the United States Code” and substituting
“title 31 of the United States Code and the
provisions referred to in sections 171(b) and
(c) and 172(b) of title 41 of the United States
Code™’.

(5) Section 604 of title 28, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(10)(C), by striking
‘“‘section 6101(b) to (d)”’ and substituting
“‘section 6101°’; and

(B) in subsection (g)(4)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 2531 of title 41, United States Code’ and
substituting ‘‘section 3902 of title 41°’;

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 2564c of title 41, United States Code’ and
substituting ‘‘section 3903 of title 41°’; and

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 255 of title 41, United States Code’ and
substituting ‘‘chapter 45 of title 41”°.

(6) Section 624(3) of title 28, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”’.

(7) Section 753(g) of title 28, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”°.

(8) Section 1491(a)(2) of title 28, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6 of that Act’” and substituting ‘‘section 7103
(except subsection (c)(2)) of title 41",

(9) Effective January 4, 2011—

(A) chapter 91 of title 28 is amended by in-
serting after section 1509 the following:
“§1510. Third party proceedings

‘‘(a) The United States Court of Federal
Claims, on motion of either of the parties, or
on its own motion, may summon any and all
persons with legal capacity to be sued to ap-
pear as a party or parties in any suit or pro-
ceeding of any nature whatsoever pending in
said court to assert and defend their inter-
ests, if any, in such suits or proceedings,
within such period of time prior to judgment
as the United States Court of Federal Claims
shall prescribe. If the name and address of
any such person is known or can be
ascertained by reasonable diligence, and if
he resides within the jurisdiction of the
United States, he shall be summoned to ap-
pear by personal service; but if any such per-
son resides outside of the jurisdiction of the
United States, or is unknown, or if for any
other good and sufficient reason appearing to
the court personal service cannot be had, he
may be summoned by publication, under
such rules as the court may adopt, together
with a copy of the summons mailed by reg-
istered mail to such person’s last known ad-
dress. The United States Court of Federal
Claims may, upon motion of the Attorney
General, in any suit or proceeding where
there may be any number of persons having
possible interests therein, notify such per-
sons to appear to assert and defend such in-
terests. Upon failure so to appear, any and
all claims or interests in claims of any such
person against the United States, in respect
of the subject matter of such suit or pro-
ceeding, shall forever be barred and the court
shall have jurisdiction to enter judgment pro
confesso upon any claim or contingent claim
asserted on behalf of the United States
against any person who, having been duly
served with summons, fails to respond there-
to, to the same extent and with like effect as
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if such person had appeared and had admit-
ted the truth of all allegations made on be-
half of the United States. Upon appearance
by any person pursuant to any such sum-
mons or notice, the case as to such person
shall, for all purposes, be treated as if an
independent proceeding has been instituted
by such person pursuant to sections 1491,
1496, 1501, 1503, and 2501 of this title, and as
if such independent proceeding had then been
consolidated, for purposes of trial and deter-
mination, with the case in respect of which
the summons or notice was issued, except
that the United States shall not be heard
upon any counterclaims, claims for damages
or other demands whatsoever against such
person, other than claims and contingent
claims for the recovery of money hereafter
paid by the United States in respect of the
transaction or matter which constitutes the
subject matter of such case, unless and until
such person shall assert therein a claim, or
an interest in a claim, against the United
States, and the United States Court of Fed-
eral Claims shall have jurisdiction to adju-
dicate, as between any and all adverse claim-
ants, their respective several interests in
any matter in suit and to award several
judgments in accordance therewith.

‘“(b) The jurisdiction of the United States
Court of Federal Claims shall not be affected
by this section except to the extent nec-
essary to give effect to this section, and no
person shall recover judgment on any claim,
or on any interest in any claim, in said court
which such person would not have had a
right to assert in said court if this section
had not been enacted.”’; and

(B) the analysis of chapter 91 of title 28,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 1509 the
following:
¢“1510. Third party proceedings.’.

SEC. 23. TITLE 29, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 6(e) of the Fair Labor Standards
Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 206(e)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the Serv-
ice Contract Act of 1965 (41 U.S.C. 351-357)”
and substituting ‘‘chapter 67 of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the Serv-
ice Contract Act of 1965 and substituting
“‘chapter 67 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(2) Section 13(d) of the Portal-to-Portal
Act of 1947 (29 U.S.C. 262(d)) is amended—

(A) by striking “The term ‘Wash-Healey
Act’ means the Act entitled ‘An Act to pro-
vide conditions for the purchase of supplies
and the making of contracts by the United
States, and for other purposes’, approved
June 30, 1936 (49 Stat. 2036), as amended’’ and
substituting ‘“The term ‘Walsh-Healey Act’
means chapter 65 of title 41, United States
Code’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the Act entitled ‘An Act
to amend the Act approved March 3, 1931, re-
lating to the rate of wages for laborers and
mechanics employed by contractors and sub-
contractors on public buildings’, approved
August 30, 1935 (49 Stat. 1011), as amended”’
and substituting ‘‘sections 3141 through 3144,
3146, and 3147 of title 40, United States
Code”’.

(3) Section 4(b)(2) of the Occupational Safe-
ty and Health Act of 1970 (29 U.S.C. 653(b)(2))
is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘the Act of June 30, 1936,
commonly known as the Walsh-Healey Act
(41 U.S.C. 35 et seq.), the Service Contract
Act of 1965 (41 U.S.C. 351 et seq.)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 65 of title 41, United
States Code, chapter 67 of title 41, United
States Code’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘chapters or’’ after ‘‘such
other”.

(4) Section 22(e)(7) of the Occupational
Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29 U.S.C.
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671(e)(7)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(5) Section 147(a)(2)(A) of the Workforce In-
vestment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2887(a)(2)(A))
is amended by striking ‘‘subsections (c) and
(d) of section 303 of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41
U.S.C. 253)” and substituting ‘‘section 3304(a)
through (c) of title 41, United States Code’.
SEC. 24. TITLE 30, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 2 of the Act of February 25, 1919
(ch. 23, 30 U.S.C. 4) is amended by striking
‘‘the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, as amended’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States
Code,”’.

(2) Section 6(b) of the Act of August 31, 1954
(ch. 1156, 30 U.S.C. 556(b)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709, Revised Statutes (41
U.S.C., sec. b))’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101
of title 41, United States Code’’.

(3) Section 206 of the Federal Mine Safety
and Health Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 846) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Walsh-Healey Pub-
lic Contracts Act, as amended” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 65 of title 41, United
States Code’.

(4) Section 101(c)(2) of the Federal Oil and
Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30
U.S.C. 1711(c)(2)) is amended by striking
‘“Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 252)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘provisions referred to in section
171(b) and (c) of title 41, United States Code™.
SEC. 25. TITLE 31, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 743(i) of the Financial Services
and General Government Appropriations
Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-117, division C, 31
U.S.C. 501 note) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403)” and substituting
‘‘section 133 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(2) Section 326 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public
Law 111-84, 31 U.S.C. 501 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 303B(f) of the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949
(41 U.S.C. 253b(f))” and substituting ‘‘section
3705 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(3) Section 321(a) of the Duncan Hunter Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417, 31 U.S.C. 501
note) is amended by striking ‘‘section 16A of
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 414b)” and substituting ‘‘sub-
chapter II of chapter 13 of title 41, United
States Code,”’.

(4) Section 739(a)(2)(C) of the Financial
Services and General Government Appropria-
tions Act, 2008 (Public Law 110-161, division
D, 31 U.S.C. 501 note) is amended—

(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘section 2 of
the Javits-Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 47)”
and substituting ‘‘section 8503 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘that Act”
and substituting ‘‘chapter 85 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(5) Section 647(f) of the Transportation,
Treasury, and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2004 (Public Law 108-199, divi-
sion F, 31 U.S.C. 501 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 4 of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403)” and
substituting ‘‘section 133 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(6) Section 1501(d) of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public Law
110-161, div. H, 31 U.S.C. 702 note) is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking ‘“‘The Contract Disputes
Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-563, 41 U.S.C. 601
et seq.), as amended” and substituting
‘“‘Chapter 71 of title 41, United States Code’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘section 4, subsections 8(a),
(b), and (c), and subsection 10(a)”’ and sub-
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stituting ‘‘sections 7102(d), 7104(b), and
7105(a), (c), (d), and (e)(1)(C) of title 41,
United States Code,”’;

(C) by striking ‘‘subsection 6(c)’’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘subsections (b) and (f) of section
7103 of title 41, United States Code,”’; and

(D) by striking ‘‘the Contract Disputes Act
of 1978’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 71 of title
41, United States Code’.

(7) Section 781(c)(1) of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101.

(8) Section 1(17) of Public Law 107-74 (31
U.S.C. 1113 note) is amended by striking
“Section 303(c)(7) of the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41
U.S.C. 253(c)(7))” and substituting ‘‘Section
3304(a)(7) of title 41, United States Code’.

(9) Section 1031(13) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Pub-
lic Law 106-65, 31 U.S.C. 1113 note) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘Section 3732 of the Revised
Statutes, popularly known as the ‘Food and
Forage Act’ (41 U.S.C. 11)” and substituting
“Section 6301(a) and (b) of title 41, United
States Code”.

(10) Section 865(d)(1) of the Duncan Hunter
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417, 31 U.S.C.
15635 note) is amended by striking ‘‘section
4(1) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(1))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 133 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(11) Section 3718(b)(1)(A) of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘divi-
sion C (except sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509,
3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I"” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(c)”.

(12) Section 11 of the Prompt Payment Act
Amendments of 1988 (Public Law 100-496, 31
U.S.C. 3903 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(1)(C), by striking
“‘section 303(g)(2) of the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41
U.S.C. 253(g)(2))” and substituting ‘‘section
33056(b) of title 41, United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘section
22 of the Office of Federal Procurement Pol-
icy Act (41 U.S.C. 418b)” and substituting
‘“‘section 1707 of title 41, United States
Code,”.

(13) Section 5114(a)(3) of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘title
IIT of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a
et seq.; commonly referred to as the Buy
American Act)”’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 83
of title 41”.

(14) Section 2(b)(1) of the Federal Funding
Accountability and Transparency Act of 2006
(Public Law 109-282, 31 U.S.C. 6101 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403 et seq.)”
and substituting ‘‘provisions referred to in
section 172(b) of title 41, United States
Code™’.

(15) Section 2455(c)(1) of the Federal Acqui-
sition Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law
103-355, 31 U.S.C. 6101 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 35(c) of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
431(c))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 104 of title
41, United States Code’.

(16) Section 9705(b)(3) of title 31, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘division C (except sections
3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of sub-
title I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions re-
ferred to in section 171(c)’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘section 6101(b) to (d)”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 6101”°.

SEC. 26. TITLE 33, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 108(a) of the River and Harbor
Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 578(a)) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 377), as
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amended” and substituting
title 40, United States Code’’.

(2) Section 14 of the Act of May 15, 1928 (ch.
569, 33 U.S.C. 702m) (known as the Flood Con-
trol Act of 1928) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3741 of the Revised Statutes being sec-
tion 22 of title 41 of the United States Code”
and substituting ‘‘section 6306(a) of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(3) Section 606(a)(1) of the NOAA Fleet
Modernization Act (33 U.S.C. 891d(a)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘United States Code
and section 3732 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States (41 U.S.C. 11)” and sub-
stituting ‘““United States Code, and section
6301(a) and (b) of title 41, United States
Code”’.

(4) Section 41(b)(6) of the Longshore and
Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act (33
U.S.C. 941(b)(5)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 5 of the Act of June 30, 1936 (ch. 881, 49
Stat. 2036), as amended” and substituting
“‘section 6507(b) through (f) of title 41, United
States Code™.

(5) Section 204(c)(4)(D) of the National Sea
Grant College Program Act (33 U.S.C.
1123(c)(4)(D)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
5 of title 41 and substituting ‘‘section 6101
of title 41”°.

(6) Section 104 of the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1254) is amend-
ed—

(A) in subsection (b)(4), by striking ‘‘sec-
tions 3648 and 3709 of the Revised Statutes (31
U.S.C. 529; 41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘“section 3324(a) and (b) of title 31, United
States Code, and section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (g)(3)(A), by striking
‘‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes’” and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and
(b) of title 31, United States Code, and sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(7) Section 508(f)(2) of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1368()(2)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 4(12) of the Of-
fice of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.S.C. 403(12))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 103
of title 41, United States Code”’.

SEC. 27. TITLE 35, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 10102 of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-
508, 35 U.S.C. 1 note) is amended by striking
“Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 and the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act’ and substituting ‘‘pro-
visions referred to in sections 171(b) and (c)
and 172(b) of title 41, United States Code’’.

(2) Section 2(b)(4)(A) of title 35, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘divi-
sion C (except sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509,
3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I"” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(c)”.

SEC. 28. TITLE 38, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 1966(a) of title 38, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”’.

(2) Section 2412(c)(1) of title 38, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘“‘section 6101 of title 41”°.

(3) Section 3720(b) of title 38, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘division C (ex-
cept sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and
4711) of subtitle I'” and substituting ‘‘the pro-
visions referred to in section 171(c)”".

(4) Section 7317(f) of title 38, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”°.

(5) Section 7802(f) of title 38, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”°.

(6) Section 8122(a)(1) of title 38, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101.

‘“‘chapter 5 of
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(7) Section 8201(e) of title 38, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101"’.

SEC. 29. TITLE 40, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Effective January 4, 2011, section 5(1)(23)
of Public Law 111-350 (124 Stat. 3852) is
amended by striking ‘‘Statutes’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘Statues’.

(2) The item relating to section 111 in the
analysis for chapter 1 of subtitle I of title 40,
United States Code, is amended by striking
“‘division C (except sections 3302, 3501(b),
3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I’ and
substituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in
section 171(c)”.

(3) The matter before paragraph (1) in sec-
tion 102 of title 40, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘and in division C (ex-
cept sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and
4711) of subtitle I of title 41",

(4) Section 111 of title 40, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘division C
(except sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906,
4710, and 4711) of subtitle I’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(c)”’; and

(B) in the matter before paragraph (1), by
striking ‘‘division C (except sections 3302,
3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I
and substituting ‘‘the provisions referred to
in section 171(c)”’.

(5) Section 113(b) of title 40, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘DIVISION B
(EXCEPT SECTIONS 1704 AND 2303) OF SUBTITLE
I” and substituting “THE PROVISIONS RE-
FERRED TO IN SECTION 172(b)”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘division B (Except Sec-
tions 1704 and 2303) of subtitle I'” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 172(b)”.

(6) Section 311 of title 40, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘division
C (except sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906,
4710, and 4711) of subtitle I’ and substituting
‘‘the provisions referred to in section 171(c)”’;
and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘division
C (except sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906,
4710, and 4711) of subtitle I’ and substituting
‘‘the provisions referred to in section 171(c)”’.

(7) Section 501(b)(2)(B) of title 40, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘divi-
sion B (except sections 1704 and 2303 of sub-
title I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions re-
ferred to in section 172(b)”’.

(8) Section 503(b) of title 40, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘division
B (except sections 1704 and 2303) of subtitle
I” and substituting ‘‘the provisions referred
to in section 172(b)’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘SECTION
6101(b) TO (d)’ and substituting ‘‘SECTION 6101°’;
and

(ii) by striking ‘“Section 6101(b) to (d)”’ and
substituting ‘“Section 6101,

(9) Section 506(a)(1)(D) of title 40, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘divi-
sion B (except sections 1704 and 2303) of sub-
title I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions re-
ferred to in section 172(b)”’.

(10) Section 545(f) of title 40, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Section
6101(b)—(d)”’ and substituting ‘‘Section 6101"’.

(11) Section 1427(b) of the Services Acquisi-
tion Reform Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-136,
div. A, title XIV, 40 U.S.C. 1103 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘sections 303H and 3031
of the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253h and 253i)”’
and substituting ‘‘sections 4103 and 4105 of
title 41, United States Code,”’.

(12) Section 1305 of title 40, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘this subtitle
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and division C (except sections 3302, 3501(b),

3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I of title

417 and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of this title”.
(13) Section 1308 of title 40, United States

Code, is amended by striking ‘‘division C (ex-

cept sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and

4711) of subtitle I'” and substituting ‘‘the pro-

visions referred to in section 171(c)’".

(14) Section 3148 of title 40, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 6101(b)
to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101”°.

(15) Section 3304(d)(2) of title 40, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘divi-
sion C (except sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509,
3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I"" and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(c)”.

(16) Section 3305(a) of title 40, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘subtitle
I of this title and division C (except sections
3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of sub-
title I of title 41"’ and substituting ‘‘chapter
5 of this title’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘subtitle I
of this title and division C (except sections
3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of sub-
title I of title 41 and substituting ‘‘chapter
5 of this title”.

(17) Section 3308(a) of title 40, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101"".

(18) Section 3313(g) of title 40, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘BUY AMER-
ICAN AcCT” and substituting ‘“‘CHAPTER 83 OF
TITLE 41”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the Buy American Act (41
U.S.C. 10c et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chap-
ter 83 of title 41”°.

(19) Section 6111(b)(2)(D) of title 40, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101.

(20) Section 8711(d) of title 40, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101"".

(21) Section 813 of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398, §1 [div. A],
title VIII, 40 U.S.C. 11302 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘sections
6 and 25 of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 405 and 421)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘sections 1121 and 1303 of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(B) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4(1) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(1))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 133 of title 41, United
States Code”.

SEC. 30. TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Effective January 4, 2011—

(A) section 7(b) of Public Law 111-350 (124
Stat. 3855) is amended, in the item relating
to title III, §4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 (ch.
212), temporarily renumbered §5 by section
7002(1) of the Omnibus Trade and Competi-
tiveness Act of 1988 (Public Law 100-418, 102
Stat. 1545), by striking ‘10b-1"’ and sub-
stituting ‘“10c note’’; and

(B) section 7(b) of Public Law 111-350 (124
Stat. 3855) is repealed insofar as it relates to
sections 1 and 16 of the Contract Disputes
Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-563, 41 U.S.C. 601
note), and those provisions are revived to
read as if section 7(b) of Public Law 111-350
had not been enacted.

(2) Effective January 4, 2011—

(A) subtitle IIT of title 41, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after section
7109 the following:

“CHAPTER 73—FINALITY OF ADMINISTRA-
TIVE DECISIONS IN DISPUTES ARISING
UNDER CONTRACTS NOT SUBJECT TO
CHAPTER 71

“Sec.



H3040

¢“7301. Definitions.

¢“7302. Finality and conclusiveness of deci-
sions.

¢“7303. Limitation on pleading.

“7304. Limitation on finality of decisions as

to questions of law.
¢“§7301. Definitions

“In this chapter:

‘(1) COVERED CONTRACT.—The term ‘‘cov-
ered contract”” means a contract entered
into by the United States that is not subject
to chapter 71 of this title.

‘“(2) DECISIONMAKER.—The term ‘‘decision-
maker’” means the head of a Federal agency,
a representative of the head of the agency, or
a board that makes a decision in a dispute
arising under a covered contract,

¢§7302. Finality and conclusiveness of deci-
sions

“In a dispute arising under a covered con-
tract, a decision by a decisionmaker is final
and conclusive unless it is fraudulent, capri-
cious, arbitrary, or so grossly erroneous as
to necessarily imply bad faith or is not sup-
ported by substantial evidence.

¢§7303. Limitation on pleading

‘A provision of a covered contract relating
to the finality or conclusiveness of decisions
by a decisionmaker may not be pleaded in a
civil action as limiting judicial review to a
case in which fraud by the decisionmaker is
alleged.

¢§7304. Limitation on finality of decisions as
to questions of law

“A covered contract may not contain a
provision making the decision of a decision-
maker final as to questions of law.”’; and

(B) the analysis for subtitle III of title 41,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after the item relating to chapter 71 the fol-
lowing:

¢“73. Finality of Administrative Decisions

in Disputes Arising Under Con-
tracts Not Subject to Chapter 71 ... 7301"".

(3) The analysis for chapter 1 of title 41,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 1563 the fol-
lowing:

‘“154. Additional definitions.

“SUBCHAPTER IV—REFERENCES TO
PROVISIONS FORMERLY CONTAINED IN
OTHER LAWS

““171. References to provisions formerly con-
tained in the Federal Property
and Administrative Services
Act of 1949.

¢“172. References to provisions formerly con-
tained in the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act.”.

(4) Chapter 1 of title 41, United States

Code, is amended by inserting after section

153 the following:

¢§154. Additional definitions

“In the provisions referred to in section
171(c) of this title, the terms ‘executive agen-
cy’, ‘Federal agency’, and ‘property’ have the
meanings given those terms in section 102 of
title 40.

“SUBCHAPTER IV—REFERENCES TO
PROVISIONS FORMERLY CONTAINED IN
OTHER LAWS

“§171. References to provisions formerly
contained in Federal Property and Admin-
istrative Services Act of 1949

‘“‘(a) TRANSLATION OF OBSOLETE REF-
ERENCES.—This section provides a conven-
ient form for references to provisions for-
merly contained in the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949.

“(b) PROVISIONS FORMERLY CONTAINED IN
FEDERAL PROPERTY AND ADMINISTRATIVE
SERVICES ACT OF 1949 (OTHER THAN TITLE
III).—Provisions formerly contained in the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
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ices Act of 1949 (other than title III) are re-
stated in chapters 1 through 11 of title 40.

“(c) PROVISIONS FORMERLY CONTAINED IN
TITLE IIT OF FEDERAL PROPERTY AND ADMIN-
ISTRATIVE SERVICES ACT OF 1949.—Provisions
formerly contained in title III of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 are restated in the following provisions
of this title:

‘(1) Sections 102, 103, 105 through 116, and
151 through 153.

¢(2) Chapter 31.

‘“(3) Sections 3301, 3303 through 3305, 3306(a)
through (e), 3307(a) through (d), and 3308
through 3311.

‘“(4) Sections 3501(a) and 3502 through 3508.

‘“(5) Chapter 37.

‘(6) Sections 3901 through 3903 and 3905.

“(T) Sections 4101, 4103, 4105, and 4106.

‘(8) Chapter 43.

““(9) Chapter 45.

€“(10) Sections 4701 through 4706 and 4709.
“§172. References to provisions formerly

contained in the Office of Federal Procure-

ment Policy Act

‘“(a) TRANSLATION OF OBSOLETE REF-
ERENCES.—This section provides a conven-
ient form for references to provisions for-
merly contained in the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act.

“(b) PROVISIONS FORMERLY CONTAINED IN
OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROCUREMENT POLICY
AcT.—Provisions formerly contained in the
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act
are restated in the following provisions of
this title:

‘(1) Sections 102 through 105, 107 through
116, and 131 through 134.

‘“(2) Sections 1101, 1102, 1121(a) through
(c)(1) and (c)(3) through (f), 1122, 1124 through
1127, 1130, and 1131.

¢“(3) Chapter 13.

‘“(4) Chapter 15.

““(5) Sections 1701, 1702, 1703(a) through (h),
(i)(2) through (8), and (k), 1705, and 1707
through 1712.

“(6) Sections 1901 through 1903, 1905
through 1907, and 1908(b)(1) and (2), (c)(1) and
(2), and (d) through (f).

‘“(7T) Chapter 21.

““(8) Sections 2301, 2302, 2305 through 2310,
and 2312.”.

(5) Section 502 of the Departments of
Labor, Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation, and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 1993 (Public Law 102-394, 41 U.S.C. 1101
note) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“‘as referred to in the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
401 et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘as defined in
section 133 of title 41, United States Code’’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘such Act” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 172(b) of title 41, United States Code,”’.

(6) Section 414(a) of the Small Business Re-
authorization Act of 1997 (Public Law 105-135,
41 U.S.C. 1122 note) is amended by striking
‘“‘section 6(d)(4)(A) of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
405(d)(4)(A))” and substituting ‘‘section
1122(a)(4)(A) of title 41, United States Code,”.

(7) Section 10004 of the Federal Acquisition
Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-355,
41 U.S.C. 1122 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘section
6(d)(4)(A) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 405(d)(4)(A))” and
substituting ‘‘section 1122(a)(4)(A) of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘section
4(11) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(11))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 134 of title 41, United
States Code’.

(8) Section 808(g) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Pub-
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lic Law 105-85, 41 U.S.C. 1127 note) is amend-
ed—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section
306(1) of the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 256(1))”
and substituting ‘‘section 4301(2) of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘section
306(m) of the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 4301 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(9) Section 1302(b)(1)(C) of title 41, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the Ad-
ministrator of National Aeronautics and
Space’ and substituting ‘‘the Administrator
of the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration”.

(10) Section 1303(a)(1) of title 41, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘the Administrator of Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the Administrator of the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the National Aeronautics
and Space Act of 1958 (42 U.S.C. 2451 et seq.)”’
and substituting ‘“‘chapter 201 of title 51°°.

(11) Section 802 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public
Law 106-65, 41 U.S.C. 1502 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 26(f) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 422(f))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1502(a) and (b) of title 41,
United States Code,’’;

(B) in subsection (c)(2)(A)(ii), by striking
“‘section 26 of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act’” and substituting ‘‘chapter
15 of title 41, United States Code,”’;

(C) by repealing subsection (g);

(D) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘section
26(f) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 422(f))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1502(a) and (b) of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(E) in subsection (i)(2), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 26(f) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 422(f))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1502(a) and (b) of title 41,
United States Code’’.

(12) Section 1703(i) of title 41, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in paragraph (5), by adding at the end
“Amounts transferred under this paragraph
shall be in addition to other amounts au-
thorized for the Defense Acquisition Univer-
sity.”; and

(B) in paragraph (6), by striking
“Procurememt’ and substituting ‘‘Procure-
ment”’.

(13) Section 5051(c)(2)(A) of the Federal Ac-
quisition Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public
Law 103-355, 41 U.S.C. 1703 note) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 313(b) of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949, as added by subsection (a)”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 3103(b) of title 41, United
States Code™.

(14) Section 6002(b) of the Federal Acquisi-
tion Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law
103-355, 41 U.S.C. 1709 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 25(a) of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
421(a))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 1302(a) of
title 41, United States Code,”.

(15) Section 1332 of the Small Business Jobs
Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-240, 41 U.S.C. 1902
note) is amended by striking ‘‘section 32 of
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 428)” and substituting ‘‘section
1902 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(16) Section 2313(e)(1) of title 41, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

(1) AVAILABILITY—

‘““(A) TO GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS.—The Ad-
ministrator of General Services shall ensure
that the information in the database is
available to appropriate acquisition officials
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of Federal agencies, other government offi-
cials as the Administrator of General Serv-
ices determines appropriate, and, on request,
the Chairman and Ranking Member of the
committees of Congress having jurisdiction.

‘(B) To THE PUBLIC.—The Administrator of
General Services shall post the information
in the database, excluding past performance
reviews, on a publicly available website.”.

(17) The analysis for chapter 31 of title 41,
United States Code, is amended by striking
the item relating to section 3103 and sub-
stituting the following:

¢“3103. Goals for major acquisition pro-
grams.”’.

(18) Section 3103 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended in the heading by striking
‘“Acquisition programs’® and substituting
‘“Goals for major acquisition programs’’.

(19) Section 317(b)(3)(B) of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (ch. 288, 41 U.S.C. note prec. 3901) is
amended by striking ‘‘this chapter applies”
and substituting ‘‘the provisions referred to
in section 171(c) of title 41, United States
Code, apply’’.

(20) Section 2192(b)(2) of the Federal Acqui-
sition Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law
103-355, 41 U.S.C. 4304 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 306(1) of the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949
(as added by section 2151)” and substituting
“‘section 4301(2) of title 41, United States
Code”’.

(21) Section 6503(b) of title 41, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

““(b) LIQUIDATED DAMAGES.—In addition to
damages for any other breach of the con-
tract, the party responsible for a breach or
violation described in subsection (a) is liable
to the Federal Government for the following
liquidated damages:

‘(1) An amount equal to the sum of $10 per
day for each individual under 16 years of age
knowingly employed in the performance of
the contract.

‘(2) An amount equal to the sum of $10 per
day for each incarcerated individual know-
ingly employed in the performance of the
contract.

““(3) An amount equal to the sum of wage
underpayments due employees engaged in
the performance of the contract, including
any underpayments arising from deductions,
rebates, or refunds.”.

(22) Section 6504 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) by striking ‘‘each agency’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘all agencies’’; and
(ii) by inserting ‘‘or firms’” after ‘‘per-

sons’’; and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking
scribed in section 6502 of this title.

(23) Section 6506(b) of title 41, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) by inserting ‘‘rules and’ before ‘‘regu-
lations’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘“‘may be’’ before
essary’’.

(24) Section 6507 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘included
in a contract’” and substituting ‘‘included in
a proposal or contract’; and

(B) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘an im-
partial” and substituting “‘a’.

(25) Section 6508 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘an agen-
cy’’ and substituting ‘‘the contracting agen-
cy’’;

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘an agen-
cy’’ and substituting ‘‘the contracting agen-
cy’’; and

(C) in subsection (c¢), by inserting ‘‘rules
and” before ‘‘regulations”.

“de-

“‘nec-
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(26) Section 6701(3)(A) of title 41, United
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘or the
District of Columbia” after ‘‘Federal Gov-
ernment’’.

(27) Section 6702(a) of title 41,
States Code, is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and”
after ‘“‘Columbia;’’;

(B) by striking paragraph (2); and

(C) by renumbering paragraph (3) as para-
graph (2).

(28) Section 6703 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended as follows:

(A) The matter before paragraph (1) is
amended to read as follows:

‘““A contract, and bid specification for a
contract, that involves an amount exceeding
$2,500 and that is subject to this chapter
under section 6702 of this title shall contain
the following terms:”.

(B) Paragraph (1) is amended by striking
‘“‘each class of service employee” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the various classes of service em-
ployees’.

(C) Paragraph (2) is amended—

(i) by striking ‘‘each class of service em-
ployee’ and substituting ‘‘the various class-
es of service employees’’; and

(ii) by inserting ‘‘rules and’ before ‘‘regu-
lations’.

(D) Paragraph (5) is amended by striking
‘“‘each class of service employee’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the various classes of service em-
ployees’.

(29) Section 6705 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘The
total amount” and substituting ‘“‘An
amount’’;

(B) in subsection (b)(2)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘a service employee’ and
substituting ‘‘all service employees’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘underpaid employee’ and
substituting ‘‘underpaid employees’’; and

(C) in subsection (d)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘rules and’ before ‘‘regula-
tions”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘a Federal agency’ and
substituting ‘‘the Federal agency’’.

(30) Section 6706(b) of title 41, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘a hear-
ing examiner” and substituting ‘‘an adminis-
trative law judge’ .

(31) Section 6707 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) by striking 6507
€6507(b) through (f)”’; and

(ii) by inserting ‘‘rules and’ before ‘‘regu-
lations’’;

(B) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘rules
and’’ before ‘‘regulations’’;

(C) in subsection (¢c)—

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the wages
and fringe benefits the service employee
would have received under the predecessor
contract, including accrued wages and fringe
benefits and any prospective increases in
wages and fringe benefits provided for in a
collective-bargaining agreement as a result
of arm’s-length negotiations’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the wages and fringe benefits pro-
vided for in a collective-bargaining agree-
ment as a result of arm’s-length negotiations
to which the service employees would have
been entitled if they were employed under
the predecessor contract, including accrued
wages and fringe benefits and any prospec-
tive increases in wages and fringe benefits
provided for in the collective-bargaining
agreement’’; and

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘under the
predecessor contract’” and substituting ‘‘es-
tablished under the predecessor contract
through collective bargaining’’; and

(D) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘each
class of service employee’ and substituting
‘‘the various classes of service employees’.

United
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(32) Section 7105 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(4)(A), by striking
“‘subsection (e)(1)(B)”’ and substituting ‘‘sub-
paragraphs (B) and (D) of subsection (e)(1)’;
and

(B) in subsection (e)(1)—

(i) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as
subparagraph (E); and

(ii) by adding after subparagraph (C) the
following:

‘(D) CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY CON-
TRACTS.—

‘(i) DEFINITION.—In this subparagraph, the
term ‘‘specified board”’ means the Armed
Services Board or the Civilian Board, which-
ever is specified by a contracting officer of
the Central Intelligence Agency to hear an
appeal from a decision being made by the
contracting officer.

“‘(ii) APPEAL AND JURISDICTION.—An appeal
from a decision of a contracting officer of
the Central Intelligence Agency, relating to
a contract made by the Central Intelligence
Agency, may be filed with the specified
board, and the specified board has jurisdic-
tion to decide that appeal.”.

(33) Section 508 of the Energy and Water
Development Appropriations Act, 1989 (Pub-
lic Law 100-371, 41 U.S.C. 8301 note) is amend-
ed—

(A) in the heading, by striking “BUY
AMERICAN ACT” and substituting ‘‘CHAP-
TER 83 OF TITLE 41, UNITED STATES
CODE,”’; and

(B) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘title III
of the Act of March 3, 1933 (47 Stat. 1520; 41
U.S.C. 10a-10c), commonly known as the Buy
American Act’” and substituting ‘‘chapter 83
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(34) Section 856(a) of the John Warner Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364, 41 U.S.C. 8501
note) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘JAVITS-
WAGNER-O’DAY ACT”’ and substituting ‘‘CHAP-
TER 85 OF TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘section 2 of the Javits-
Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 47)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 8503 of title 41, United
States Code’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘THE JAVITS-
WAGNER-O’DAY ACT”’ and substituting ‘‘CHAP-
TER 85 OF TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE,”’;

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘The
Javits-Wagner-O’'Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46 et
seq.)” and substituting ‘‘Chapter 85 of title
41, United States Code,”’; and

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘The
Javits-Wagner-O’Day Act’” and substituting
‘““‘Chapter 85 of title 41, United States Code,”.

(35) Section 848(b) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (Pub-
lic Law 109-163, 41 U.S.C. 8501 note) is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking ‘‘the Javits-Wagner-O’Day
Act (41 U.S.C. 48)” and substituting ‘‘chapter
85 of title 41, United States Code,”’;

(B) by striking ‘‘those Acts” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the Randolph-Sheppard Act and
chapter 85 of title 41, United States Code,”’;
and

(C) by striking ‘‘each Act” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the Randolph-Sheppard Act or
chapter 85 of title 41, United States Code”.
SEC. 31. TITLE 42, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 244(b)(1) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 238m(b)(1)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code,”.

(2) Section 306(f) of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 242k(f)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code’.
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(3) Section 308(f) of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 242m(f)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)”’ and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(4) Section 319F-1(b) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-6a(b)) is amend-
ed—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)—

(I) in the matter before clause (i), by strik-
ing ‘‘section 4(11) of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(11))”
and substituting ‘‘section 134 of title 41,
United States Code’’;

(IT) in the matter before clause (i), by
striking ‘‘section 302A(a) of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 252a(a))” and substituting

“section 3101(b)(1)(A) of title 41, United
States Code’’;
(ITI) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘section

303(g)(1)(A) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
263(2)(1)(A))”” and substituting ‘‘section
3305(a)(1) of title 41, United States Code,”’;
and

(IV) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘section
302A(b) of such Act (41 U.S.C. 252a(b))” and
substituting ‘‘section 3101(b)(1)(B) of title 41,
United States Code,”; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B)—

(D in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘Subsections
(a) and (b) of section 7 of the Anti-Kickback
Act of 1986 (41 U.S.C. 57(a) and (b))’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘Section 8703(a) of title 41, United
States Code™’;

(IT) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘Section
304C of the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 254d)”
and substituting ‘‘Section 4706 of title 41,
United States Code’’; and

(IIT) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘Subsection
(a) of section 304 of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41
U.S.C. 254(a))” and substituting ‘‘Section
3901 of title 41, United States Code’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)—

(I) by striking ‘‘section 303(c)(1) of title III
of the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253(c)(1))”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 3304(a)(1) of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(IT) by striking ‘“‘such section 303(c)(1)”’ and
substituting ‘‘such section 3304(a)(1)’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘such
section 303(c)(1)”’ and substituting ‘‘such sec-
tion 3304(a)(1)”’; and

(C) in paragraph (3)(A), by striking ‘‘sub-
sections (c), (d), and (f) of section 32 of the
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.S.C. 428)” and substituting ‘‘section
1902(a), (d), and (e) of title 41, United States
Code,”.

(5) Section 319F-2(c)(7)(B) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-
6b(c)(7)(B)) is amended—

(A) in clause (ii)(VII), by striking ‘‘section
303(c)(1) of the Federal Property and Admin-
istrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
253(¢c)(1))”’ and substituting ““section
3304(a)(1) of title 41, United States Code’’;

(B) in clause (iii)(I)—

(i) in the matter before item (aa), by strik-
ing ‘‘section 4(11) of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(11))”
and substituting ‘‘section 134 of title 41,
United States Code’’;

(ii) in the matter before item (aa), by
striking ‘‘section 302A(a) of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 252a(a))” and substituting

“section 3101(b)(1)(A) of title 41, United
States Code’’;
(iii) in item (aa), by striking ‘‘section

303(g)(1)(A) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
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263(g)(1)(A))” and substituting ‘‘section
33056(a)(1) of title 41, United States Code,”’;
and

(iv) in item (bb), by striking ‘‘section
302A(b) of such Act (41 U.S.C. 252a(b))”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 3101(b)(1)(B) of title 41,
United States Code,’’;

(C) in clause (iii)(IT)—

(i) in item (bb), by striking ‘‘Subsections
(a) and (b) of section 7 of the Anti-Kickback
Act of 1986 (41 U.S.C. 57(a) and (b))’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘Section 8703(a) of title 41, United
States Code’’;

(ii) in item (cc), by striking ‘‘Section 304C
of the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 254d)”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘Section 4706 of title 41, United
States Code”’; and

(iii) in item (ee), by striking ‘‘Subsection
(a) of section 304 of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41
U.S.C. 254(a))” and substituting ‘‘Section
3901 of title 41, United States Code’’;

(D) in clause (iv)—

(i) in subclause (I)—

(I) by striking ‘‘section 303(c)(1) of title III
of the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253(c)(1))”’ and
substituting ‘‘section 3304(a)(1) of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(IT) by striking ‘‘such section 303(c)(1)”’ and
substituting ‘‘such section 3304(a)(1)’’; and

(ii) in subclause (III), by striking ‘‘such
section 303(c)(1)”’ and substituting ‘‘such sec-
tion 3304(a)(1)”’; and

(E) in clause (vii), by striking ‘‘section
303A(a)(1)(B) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
253a(a)(1)(B))” and substituting ‘‘section
3306(a)(1)(B) of title 41, United States Code,”.

(6) Section 319L(c)(5) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-Te(c)(5)) is amend-
ed—

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code,”’; and

(B) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 303(c)(3) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
2563(c)(3))”’ and substituting ‘‘section
3304(a)(3) of title 41, United States Code”’.

(7) Section 413(b)(8) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 285a-2(b)(8)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised
Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”’ and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(8) Section 421(b)(3) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 285b-3(b)(3)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised
Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(9) Section 464H(b)(9) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 285n(b)(9)) is amended
by striking ‘‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 529; 41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of
title 31, United States Code, and section 6101
of title 41, United States Code’’.

(10) Section 494(2) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 289¢(2)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code,”.

(11) Section 496(a) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 289%e(a)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(12) Section 504 of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 290aa-3) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘section
4(11) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act” and substituting ‘‘section 134 of
title 41, United States Code’’; and

(B) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘section
4(11) of the Office of Federal Procurement
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Policy Act” and substituting ‘‘section 134 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(13) Section 5101(f)(3) of the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C.
294q(f)(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code”’.

(14) Section 945(d) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 299¢c—4(d)) is amended
by striking ‘‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 529 and 41 U.S.C. 5)”’
and substituting ‘“‘section 3324(a) and (b) of
title 31, United States Code, and section 6101
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(15) Section 1132(d) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300c-22(d)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3648 and 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 529; 41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of
title 31, United States Code, and section 6101
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(16) Section 1701(c) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300u(c)) is amended by
striking ‘‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 529; 41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of
title 31, United States Code, and section 6101
of title 41, United States Code”’.

(17) Section 2354(a)(6) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300cc-41(a)(6)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(18) Section 1805(d)(3) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395b-6(d)(3)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code’.

(19) Section 1860D-11(g)(1)(B)(iii) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 TU.S.C. 13%w-
111(g)(1)(B)(iii)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 4(5) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(5))”’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 132 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(20) Section 1866B(b)(4)(B) of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395cc—2(b)(4)(B)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 5 and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101°°.

(21) Section 1874A(b)(1)(B) of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 139kk-1(b)(1)(B)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 5’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101”’.

(22) Section 1890(a)(4) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 13%aaa(a)(4)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 4(5) of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
403(5))”” and substituting ‘‘section 132 of title
41, United States Code’’.

(23) Section 1900(d)(3) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1396(d)(3)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code’.

(24) Section 1902(a)(4)(D) of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 13%6a(a)(4)(D)) is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking ‘‘section 27 of the Office of
Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
423)’ and substituting ‘‘chapter 21 of title 41,
United States Code,”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(2) of such
section of that Act’” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 2102(a)(3) of such title”.

(25) Section 1932(d)(3) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1396u-2(d)(3)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 27 of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 423)”
and substituting ‘‘chapter 21 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(26) Section 510(a) of the Housing Act of
1949 (42 U.S.C. 1480(a)) is amended by striking
“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’.

(27) Section 302(b) of the Defense Housing
and Community Facilities and Services Act
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of 1951 (42 U.S.C. 1592a(b)) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949, as amended’ and
substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United
States Code”’.

(28) Section 305(a) of the Defense Housing
and Community Facilities and Services Act
of 1951 (42 U.S.C. 1592d(a)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes, as amended, section 322 of the Act of
June 30, 1932 (47 Stat. 412), as amended, the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949, as amended” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(b) and (c) of title 41, United States
Code, and section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code”’.

(29) Section 309(a) of the Defense Housing
and Community Facilities and Services Act
of 1951 (42 U.S.C. 1592h(a)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes’” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title
41, United States Code”.

(30) Section 4(a) of the Federal Food Dona-
tion Act of 2008 (42 U.S.C. 1792(a)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 25 of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 421)”
and substituting ‘‘section 1303 of title 41,
United States Code,”.

(31) Section 11(c) of the National Science
Foundation Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1870(c)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes” and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(32) Section 31 c. of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2051(c)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended’”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(33) Section 41 b. of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2061(b)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(34) Section 43 of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2063) is amended by striking
‘“section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code”’.

(3b5) Section 55 of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2075) is amended by striking
“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended’”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(36) Section 66 of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2096) is amended by striking
‘“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(387) Section 161 j. of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2201(j)) is amended by
striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act of 1949, as amended, ex-
cept section 207 of that Act” and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 5 (except section 559) of
title 40, United States Code’’.

(38) Section 170 g. of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2210(g)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (41 U.S.C. 5), as amended” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code”’.

(39) Section 6(e) of the EURATOM Coopera-
tion Act of 1958 (42 U.S.C. 2295(e)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes, as amended’’ and substituting ‘‘section
6101 of title 41, United States Code’.

(40) Section 116 of the Atomic Energy Com-
munity Act of 1955 (42 U.S.C. 2310) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised
Statutes” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code,”.

(41) Section 120 of the Atomic Energy Com-
munity Act of 1955 (42 U.S.C. 2349) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised
Statutes, as amended” and substituting
‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(42) Section 62 d. of the Atomic Energy
Community Act of 1955 (42 U.S.C. 2362(d)) is
amended—
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(A) by striking ‘‘provisions of section 3709
of the Revised Statutes” and substituting
“provisions of section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘comply with section 3709
of the Revised Statutes” and substituting
‘‘comply with section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code,”’.

(43) Section 601(c) of the Public Works and
Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C.
3211(c)) is amended by striking ‘‘Section 3709
of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and
substituting ‘‘Section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code,”’.

(44) Section T7(i)(1) of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development Act (42
U.S.C. 3535(i)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code,”’.

(45) Section 1345(b) of the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4081(b)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)”’ and substituting
‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code,”’.

(46) Section 1346(c) of the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4082(c)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statute (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code,”’.

(47) Section 1360(b) of the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4101(b)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(48) The proviso under the heading
‘“SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY’’ under the head-
ing “ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY”’
in title III of the Departments of Veterans
Affairs and Housing and Urban Development,
and Independent Agencies Appropriations
Act, 2003 (Public Law 108-7, div. K, 42 U.S.C.
4361c note) is amended by striking ‘41 U.S.C.
5 and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(49) Section 203(e) of the Environmental
Quality Improvement Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C.
4372(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘sections 3648
and 3709 of the Revised Statutes (31 U.S.C.
529; 41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section
3324(a) and (b) of title 31, United States Code,
and section 6101 of title 41, United States
Code,”’.

(50) Section 218 of the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 4638) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949, as amend-
ed” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40,
United States Code’’.

(51) Section 611(k) of the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance
Act (42 U.S.C. 5196(k)) is amended by striking
‘“‘the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.)”
and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40,
United States Code’.

(52) Section 306(a) of the Disaster Mitiga-
tion Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 5206(a)) is amend-
ed—

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking
“BUY AMERICAN AcT” and substituting
“CHAPTER 83 OF TITLE 41, UNITED STATES
CODE”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the Buy American Act (41
U.S.C. 10a et seq.)” and substituting ‘‘chap-
ter 83 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(63) Section 604(a)(2)(B) of the National
Manufactured Housing Construction and
Safety Standards Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5403(a)(2)(B)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
4 of the Office of Federal Procurement Pol-
icy Act’” and substituting ‘‘section 132 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(54) Section 111(b) of Public Law 95-39 (42
U.S.C. 5903 note) is amended—
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(A) by striking ‘$10,000” and substituting
¢‘$25,000; and

(B) by striking ¢, which are excepted from
the requirements of advertising by section
2562(c)(3) of title 41, United States Code,”’.

(65) Section 207(c)(3) of the Presidential
Science and Technology Advisory Organiza-
tion Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 6616(c)(3)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 5)” and substituting
‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code”’.

(66) Section 433(c) of the Energy Independ-
ence and Security Act of 2007 (Public Law
110-140, 42 U.S.C. 6834 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 25 of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 421)” and
substituting ‘‘section 1302 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(67) The first proviso in the paragraph
under the heading ‘‘ENERGY INFORMATION AD-
MINISTRATION’’ under the heading “‘DEPART-
MENT OF ENERGY” in title II of the De-
partment of the Interior and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 1996 (Public Law
104-134, title I, section 101(c), 42 U.S.C. 7135
note) is amended by striking ‘‘section 4(d) of
the Service Contract Act of 1965 (41 U.S.C.
353(d))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6707(d) of
title 41, United States Code,”.

(58) Section 104(i) of the Alaska Power Ad-
ministration Asset Sale and Termination
Act (Public Law 104-58, 42 U.S.C. 7152 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40
U.S.C. 484)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code,”’.

(59) Section 103(b)(4) of the Clean Air Act
(42 U.S.C. 7403(b)(4)) is amended by striking
‘“‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes (31 U.S.C. 529; 41 U.S.C. 5)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of title 31,
United States Code, and section 6101 of title
41, United States Code”’.

(60) Section 104(a)(2)(D) of the Clean Air
Act (42 U.S.C. 7404(a)(2)(D)) is amended by
striking ‘‘sections 3648 and 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 529; 41 U.S.C. 5)”
and substituting ‘‘section 3324(a) and (b) of
title 31, United States Code, and section 6101
of title 41, United States Code”.

(61) Section 112(r)(6)(N) of the Clean Air
Act (42 U.S.C. T412(r)(6)(N)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 5” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 6101,

(62) Section 801 of the National Energy
Conservation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8287) is
amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(2)(D)(iii), by striking
“‘section 25 of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 421)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1303 of title 41, United
States Code,”’;

(B) in subsection (b)(1)(A), by striking
‘“‘section 25(a) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act’ and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 1302(a) of title 41, United States Code’’;
and

(C) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 303J(d) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
2563j(d))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 4106(d) of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(63) Section 119(c)(3) of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9619(c)(3)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 3732 of the Re-
vised Statutes (41 U.S.C. 11)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 6301(a) and (b) of title 41 of
the United States Code”’.

(64) Section 2(a) of Public Law 95-84 (42
U.S.C. 10301 note) is amended by striking ‘41
U.S.C. 504 et seq. (the Federal Grant and Co-
operative Agreement Act of 1977; Public Law
95-224)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 63 of title
31, United States Code’’.

(65) Section 104(h)(1)(C) of the Water Re-
sources Research Act of 1984 (42 U.S.C.
10303(h)(1)(C)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 U.S.C.
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5)”’ and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(66) Section 104(c)(3) of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12114(c)(3))
is amended by striking ‘‘the Drug-Free
Workplace Act of 1988 (41 U.S.C. 701 et seq.)”
and substituting ‘‘chapter 81 of title 41,
United States Code’.

(67) Section 501 of the National and Com-
munity Service Trust Act of 1993 (Public
Law 103-82, 42 U.S.C. 12501 note) is amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking “BUY
AMERICAN ACT” and substituting ‘‘CHAP-
TER 83 OF TITLE 41, UNITED STATES
CODE’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘sections 2 through 4 of the
Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a-10c, popu-
larly known as the ‘Buy American Act’)”’ and
substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(68) Section 184 of the National and Com-
munity Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12644) is
amended by striking ‘‘sections 5153 through
5158 of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 (41
U.S.C. 702-707)” and substituting ‘‘sections
8101 and 8103 through 8106 of title 41, United
States Code”’.

(69) Section 196(b) of the National and
Community Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
12651g(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949’ and substituting ‘‘provisions of section
171(b) and (c) of title 41, United States Code”’.

(70) Section 206(e)(7) of the Departments of
Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2000 (Public Law 106-74, 42
U.S.C. 12701 note) is amended by striking
“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(71) Section 525(e)(7) of the Departments of
Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2000 (Public Law 106-74, 42
U.S.C. 12701 note) is amended by striking
““section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code’’.

(72) Section 3021(a) of the Energy Policy
Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 13556(a)) is amended by
striking ‘‘Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 251 et
seq.)” and substituting ‘‘provisions of sec-
tion 171(b) and (c) title 41, United States
Code”’.

(73) Section 1002(e)(3)(C) of the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16392(e)(3)(C)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 25(c)(1) of the
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.S.C. 421(c)(1))” and substituting ‘‘section
1303(a)(1) of title 41, United States Code’’.

(74) Section 136(j)(3) of the Emnergy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C.
17013(j)(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 31
of the Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 427)” and substituting ‘‘section
1901 of title 41, United States Code’’.

(75) Section 435(c) of the Energy Independ-
ence and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C.
17091(c)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section
6(a) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 405(a))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1121(b) and (c)(1) of title
41, United States Code,”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘section 25
of the Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 421)” and substituting ‘‘section
1302(a) of title 41, United States Code,”.

(76) Section 1334(a)(1) of the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C.
18054(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘section
5 and substituting ‘‘section 6101"’.

SEC. 32. TITLE 43, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) The last proviso in the paragraph under

the heading ‘‘ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS”
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under the heading ‘“UNITED STATES GEOLOGI-
CAL SURVEY” in the Department of the Inte-
rior and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 2000 (Public Law 106-113, div. B,
§1000(a)(3) [title I], 43 U.S.C. 50d) is amended
by striking ‘41 U.S.C. 5” and substituting
‘“‘section 6101 of title 41, United States Code”.

(2) Section 115 of the Department of the In-
terior and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 2000 (Public Law 106-113, div. B,
§1000(a)(3) [title I], 43 U.S.C. 1451 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 and
substituting ‘‘provisions of section 171(b) and
(c) of title 41, United States Code”.

(3) Section 205 of the Energy and Water De-
velopment Appropriations Act, 1993 (43
U.S.C. 1475a) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘<(1988)’’ after ‘‘Appendix’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘the Federal Procurement
Integrity Act (41 U.S.C. 423 (1988))’ and sub-
stituting ‘‘chapter 21 of title 41, United
States Code,”’; and

(C) by striking <18 U.S.C. 201 et seq. (1988)”
and substituting ‘‘chapter 11 of title 18,
United States Code’.

(4) Section 12(b)(7)(v) of Public Law 94-204
(43 U.S.C. 1611 note) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949, 40
U.S.C. sec. 471 et seq.” and substituting
‘“‘chapter 5 of title 40, United States Code’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘that Act” and sub-
stituting ‘‘that chapter’; and

(C) by striking ‘40 U.S.C. 485(b), as amend-
ed” and substituting ‘40 U.S.C. 572(a)”’.

(5) Section 306(a) of the Federal Land Pol-
icy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C.
1736(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (63 Stat. 377, as amended)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘provisions of section 171(b) and (c)
of title 41, United States Code’’.

SEC. 33. TITLE 44, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) The item relating to section 311 in the
analysis for chapter 3 of title 44, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
title I of title 40 and division C (except sec-
tions 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of
subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions
referred to in section 171(b) and (c)’’.

(2) Section 311 of title 44, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) in the section catchline, by striking
“subtitle I of title 40 and division C (except
sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and
4711) of subtitle I’ and substituting ‘‘the pro-
visions referred to in section 171(b) and (c)’’;

(B) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘subtitle
I of title 40 and division C (except sections
3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of sub-
title I’ and substituting ‘‘the provisions re-
ferred to in section 171(b) and (¢)’’; and

(C) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101°.

(3) Section 210(i) of the E-Government Act
of 2002 (Public Law 107-347, 44 U.S.C. 3501
note) is amended by adding ‘(41 U.S.C. note
prec. 3901)” before ‘‘(as added by subsection
(b))

SEC. 34. TITLE 45, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 11(c) of the Railroad Unemploy-
ment Insurance Act (456 U.S.C. 361(c)) is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised
Statutes (U.S.C., title 41, sec. 5)” after
“without regard to” and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 6101 of title 41, United States Code,”’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘section 3709 of Revised
Statutes (U.S.C., title 41, sec. 5)”’ after ““Pro-
vided, That” and substituting ‘‘section 6101
of title 41, United States Code,”.

(2) Section 613(b) of the Alaska Railroad
Transfer Act of 1982 (45 U.S.C. 1212(b)) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Federal Property
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and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40
U.S.C. 484)” and substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of
title 40, United States Code,”.

SEC. 35. TITLE 46, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 51703(b)(2) of title 46, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101.

(2) Section 55305(d)(2)(D) of title 46, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
25(c)(1) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 421(c)(1)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1303(a)(1) of title 41°.

SEC. 36. TITLE 48, UNITED STATES CODE.

Section 108 of the Interior Department Ap-
propriation Act, 1953 (48 U.S.C. 1685) is
amended by striking ‘‘the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 and
substituting ‘‘chapter 5 of title 40, United
States Code,”.

SEC. 37. TITLE 49, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Effective January 4, 2011, section 5(0)(1)
of Public Law 111-350 (124 Stat. 3853) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 103(e)” and
substituting ‘‘section 103(i)”.

(2) Section 103(i) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘of subtitle I of
title 40 and division C (except sections 3302,
3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I’
and substituting ‘referred to in section
171(b) and (c)”.

(3) Section 1113(b)(1)(B) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘section
6101.

(4) Section 123(a) of the Hazardous Mate-
rials Transportation Authorization Act of
1994 (Public Law 103-311, 49 U.S.C. 5101 note)
is amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘“‘BUY AMER-
ICAN ACT” and substituting ‘‘CHAPTER 83 OF
TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘sections 2 through 4 of the
Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a-10c; popu-
larly known as the ‘Buy American Act’)”’ and
substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(5) Section 10721 of title 49, United States

Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘Section
6101.

(6) Section 13712 of title 49, United States

Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘Section
6101.

(7) Section 15504 of title 49, United States

Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Section
6101(b) to (d)” and substituting ‘‘Section
6101.

(8) Section 110(b) of the Amtrak Reform
and Accountability Act of 1997 (Public Law
105-134, 49 U.S.C. 24301 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘Section 303B(m) of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (41 U.S.C. 253b(m))”’ and substituting
“Section 4702 of title 41, United States
Code,”.

(9) Section 40110(d) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Divi-
sion C (except sections 3302, 3501(b), 3509,
3906, 4710, and 4711) of subtitle I’ and sub-
stituting ‘“‘Provisions referred to in section
171(c)’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking “‘Divi-
sion B (except sections 1704 and 2303) of sub-
title I’ and substituting ‘‘Provisions referred
to in section 172(b)”’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘OF DIVISION
B (EXCEPT SECTIONS 1704 AND 2303) OF SUBTITLE
I’ and substituting ‘“REFERRED TO IN SECTION
172(b)"’;

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘Of-
fice of Federal Procurement Policy Act’ and
substituting ‘“‘provisions referred to in sec-
tion 172(b) of title 41°’;
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(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘Of-
fice of Federal Procurement Policy Act’ and
substituting ‘‘provisions referred to in sec-
tion 172(b) of title 41°’; and

(iv) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 27(e)(3)(A)(iv) of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act” and substituting
“section 2105(c)(1)(D) of title 41”.

(10) Section 351(b) of the Department of
Transportation and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 1997 (Public Law 104-205, 49
U.S.C. 40110 note) is amended by striking
“section 4(6) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(6))” and
substituting ‘‘section 107 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(11) Section 5063 of the Federal Acquisition
Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-355,
49 U.S.C. 40110 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (f)(2), by striking sub-
paragraphs (B) and (C) and substituting the
following:

“(B) Sections 107, 1708, 3105, 3301(a), (b)(1),
and (c), 3303 through 3306(e), 3308, and 3311,
chapter 37, and section 4702 of title 41, United
States Code.”’; and

(B) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘section
4(12) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act” and substituting ‘‘section 103 of
title 41, United States Code”’.

(12) Section 47305(d) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Sec-
tion 6101(b) to (d)”’ and substituting ‘‘Section
6101.

(13) Section 305(b) of the Federal Aviation
Administration Authorization Act of 1994
(Public Law 103-305, 49 U.S.C. 50101 note) is
amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘“‘BUY AMER-
ICAN AcT” and substituting ‘“‘CHAPTER 83 OF
TITLE 41, UNITED STATES CODE’’; and

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sections
2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41
U.S.C. 10a through 10c, popularly known as
the ‘Buy American Act’)” and substituting
‘“‘chapter 83 of title 41, United States Code”.
SEC. 38. TITLE 50, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 4(c)(2) of the Helium Act (50
U.S.C. 167b(c)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 and substituting ‘‘chapter 5
of title 40, United States Code’’.

(2) Section 502(a) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1651(a)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“Act of
June 30, 1949 (41 U.S.C. 252)” and substituting
“Provisions of law referred to in section
171(b) and (c) of title 41, United States Code’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘Section
3737 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (41
U.S.C. 15)” and substituting ‘‘Section 6305 of
title 41, United States Code”’.

(3) The Sudan Accountability and Divest-
ment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-174, 50
U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended—

(A) in section 2(3), by striking ‘‘section 4 of
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy
Act (41 U.S.C. 403)”’ and substituting ‘‘section
133 of title 41, United States Code’’; and

(B) in section 6—

(i) in subsection (b)(4), by striking ‘‘section
25 of the Office of Federal Procurement Pol-
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icy Act (41 U.S.C. 421)” and substituting
‘“‘section 1303 of title 41, United States
Code,”’; and

(ii) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘section
25 of the Office of Federal Procurement Pol-
icy Act (41 U.S.C. 421)” and substituting
‘“‘section 1303 of title 41, United States
Code,”’.

(4) Section 802(a)(4) of the David L. Boren
National Security Education Act of 1991 (50
U.S.C. 1902(a)(4)) is amended by striking
‘“‘section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41
U.S.C. 5)” and substituting ‘‘section 6101 of
title 41, United States Code,”’.

(5) Section 102A(q)(4)(B) of the National Se-
curity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3024(q)(4)(B)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 4(9) of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 403(9))” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 109 of title 41, United
States Code”.

(6) Section 505(a)(2)(B)(i) of the National
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3095(a)(2)(B)(1))
is amended by striking ‘‘Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 and
substituting ‘‘provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(b) and (c) of title 41 of the United
States Code”.

(7) Section 506C(e)(1) of the National Secu-
rity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3099(e)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 4(10) of the Of-
fice of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.S.C. 403(10))”’ and substituting ‘‘section 108
of title 41, United States Code’’.

(8) Section 107(b)(2)(B)(ii) of the Defense
Production Act of 1950 (ch. 932, 50 U.S.C.
4517(b)(2)(B)(ii)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 303(b)(1)(B) or section 303(c)(3) of the
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949 and substituting ‘‘section
3303(a)(1)(B) or section 3304(a)(3) of title 41,
United States Code’’.

(9) Section 704(b) of the Defense Production
Act of 1950 (ch. 932, 50 U.S.C. 4554(b)) is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘section 25 of the Office of
Federal Procurement Policy Act’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1303(a) of title 41, United
States Code’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘section 6 or 25 of that
Act” and substituting ‘‘section 1121(b) and
(d) or 1303(a)(1) of that title”.

(10) Section 709(c) of the Defense Produc-
tion Act of 1950 (ch. 932, 50 U.S.C. 4559(¢c)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 22 of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act’” and sub-
stituting ‘‘section 1707 of title 41, United
States Code’.

SEC. 39. TITLE 51, UNITED STATES CODE.

(1) Section 20113(c)(4) of title 51, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘“‘in ac-
cordance with title III of the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949,
as amended (41 U.S.C. 251 et seq.)” and sub-
stituting ‘‘the provisions referred to in sec-
tion 171(c) of title 41”°.

(2) Section 30704(2) of title 51, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the
Buy American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a et seq.)”
and substituting ‘‘chapter 83 of title 41°°.

SEC. 40. TITLE 52, UNITED STATES CODE.

Section 205(e) of the Help America Vote

Act of 2002 (52 U.S.C. 20925(e)) is amended by

“Schedule of Laws Repealed

H3045

striking ‘‘section 3709 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States (41 U.S.C. 5)” and
substituting ‘‘section 6101 of title 41, United
States Code”.

MAKING IMPROVEMENTS IN ENACTMENT OF
TITLE 54, UNITED STATES CODE, INTO A POSI-
TIVE LAW TITLE AND TO IMPROVE CODE

H.R. 3241
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-
lows:

Sec. 1. Table of contents.

Sec. 2. Purpose.

Sec. 3. Title 15, United States Code.

Sec. 4. Title 16, United States Code.

Sec. 5. Title 43, United States Code.

Sec. 6. Amendments to Public Law 113-287
and Title 54, United States
Code.

Sec. 7. Transitional and savings provisions.

Sec. 8. Repeals.

SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this Act is to make im-
provements in the enactment of title 54,
United States Code, into a positive law title
and to improve the Code.

SEC. 3. TITLE 15, UNITED STATES CODE.

Section 107(a)(3)(D) of the Alaska Natural
Gas Pipeline Act (15 U.S.C. 720e(a)(3)(D)) is
amended by striking ‘‘the National Historic
Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.);” and
inserting ‘‘division A of subtitle III of title
54, United States Code;”’.

SEC. 4. TITLE 16, UNITED STATES CODE.

Section 815(4) of the Alaska National Inter-
est Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3125(4))
is amended by striking ‘‘section 100101(b)(1)”’
and inserting ‘‘section 100101(a)’’.

SEC. 5. TITLE 43, UNITED STATES CODE.

Section 4(b) of the Abandoned Shipwreck
Act of 1987 (43 U.S.C. 2103(b)) is amended by
striking ‘‘title I of the National Historic
Preservation Act,” and inserting ‘‘chapter
3029 of title 54, United States Code,”.

SEC. 6. AMENDMENTS TO PUBLIC LAW 113-287
AND TITLE 54, UNITED STATES
CODE.

(a) SECTION 7 OF PUBLIC LAw 113-287.—Ef-
fective December 19, 2014, the Schedule of
Laws Repealed in section 7 of Public Law
113-287 (128 Stat. 3273) is amended as follows:

(1) NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT.—
The item relating to section 401 of the Na-
tional Historic Preservation Act (Public Law
89-665, 16 U.S.C. 470x) (128 Stat. 3276) is
stricken and that section is revived to read
as if that item had not been enacted.

(2) PuBLIC LAW 91-383.—The item relating
to section 3 of Public Law 91-383 (16 U.S.C.
la—2) (128 Stat. 3277) is amended to read as
follows and subsection (g) (words after 1st
sentence) is revived to read as if that item
had been enacted as follows:

“Act

United States Code

Section Former Classification

3 (less (g) (words after
1st sentence)).

la—2 (less(g) (words
after 1st sentence)).”.

(3) URBAN PARK AND RECREATION RECOVERY
ACT.—The items relating to title X, §§1004

through 1015 of the Urban Park and Recre-
ation Recovery Act of 1978 (Public Law 95—

625, 92 Stat. 3538) (128 Stat. 3277) are amended
to read as follows:
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“Schedule of Laws Repealed
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“Act

“Urban Park and Recreation Recovery Act of 1978 (Pub. L. 95-625)

. United States Code
Section Former Classification

.................................... title X, §1004 ................ | 16 U.S.C. 2503.

“title X, §1005 .. 16 U.S.C. 2504.

“title X, §1006 .. 16 U.S.C. 2505.

“title X, §1007 .. 16 U.S.C. 2506.

“title X, §1008 .. 16 U.S.C. 2507.

“title X, §1009 .. 16 U.S.C. 2508.

“title X, §1010 .. 16 U.S.C. 2509.

“title X, §1011 .. 16 U.S.C. 2510.

“title X, §1012 .. 16 U.S.C. 2511.

“title X, §1013 .. 16 U.S.C. 2512.

“title X, §1014 .. 16 U.S.C. 2513.

“title X, §1015 16 U.S.C. 2514.”.

(b) SECTION 100507.—The heading for sub-
section (h)(3) of section 100507 of title 54,
United States Code, is amended by striking
“(b), (¢), and (g)” and inserting ‘‘(B), (C), AND
@

(c) SECTION 100903.—The heading for sub-
section (a) of section 100903 of title 54, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘GEN-
ERAL’ and inserting ‘‘GENERAL.”.

(d) CHAPTER 1013.—Chapter 1013 of title 54,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending section 101331 to read as
follows:

“§101331. Purposes; definitions

‘‘(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this sub-
chapter are—

‘(1) to develop where necessary an ade-
quate supply of quality housing units for
field employees of the Service in a reason-
able timeframe;

‘(2) to expand the alternatives available
for construction and repair of essential Gov-
ernment housing;

‘“(3) to rely on the private sector to finance
or supply housing in carryout out this sub-
chapter, to the maximum extent possible, to
reduce the need for Federal appropriations;

‘“(4) to ensure that adequate funds are
available to provide for long-term mainte-
nance needs of field employee housing; and

‘“(5) to eliminate unnecessary Government
housing and locate such housing as is re-
quired in a manner such that primary re-
source values are not impaired.

“‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this subchapter:

‘(1) FIELD EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘field em-
ployee’ means—

‘“(A) an employee of the Service who is ex-
clusively assigned by the Service to perform
duties at a field unit, and the members of the
employee’s family; and

‘“(B) any other individual who is author-
ized to occupy Federal Government quarters
under section 5911 of title 5, and for whom
there is no feasible alternative to the provi-
sion of Federal Government housing, and the
members of the individual’s family.

‘“(2) PRIMARY RESOURCE VALUES.—The term
‘primary resource values’ means resources
that are specifically mentioned in the ena-
bling legislation for that field unit or other
resource value recognized under Federal
statute.

‘“(3) QUARTERS.—The term ‘quarters’ means
quarters owned or leased by the Federal Gov-
ernment.

‘‘(4) SEASONAL QUARTERS.—The term ‘sea-
sonal quarters’ means quarters typically oc-
cupied by field employees who are hired on
assignments of 6 months or less.”’; and

(2) in the chapter table of contents, by
amending the item relating to section 101331
to read as follows:
¢“101331. Purposes; definitions.”’.

(e) CHAPTER 1015.—Chapter 1015 of title 54,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating sections 101521 through
101524 as sections 101522 through 101525;

(2) by inserting before section 1015622, as re-
designated by paragraph (1), the following:

“§101521. Purpose

“The purpose of this subchapter is to make
the System more accessible in a manner con-
sistent with the preservation of parks and
the conservation of energy by encouraging
the use of transportation modes other than
personal motor vehicles for access to and in
System units with minimum disruption to
nearby communities through authorization
of a pilot transportation program.’’;

(3) in section 1015622(b)(2)(B), as redesig-
nated by paragraph (1), by striking
““ACQUISTION” and inserting ‘‘ACQUISITION"’;

(4) in section 101524(a), as redesignated by
paragraph (1), by striking 101521 and in-
serting ¢‘101522”’; and

() in the chapter table of contents—

(A) by redesignating the items relating to
sections 101521 through 101524 as items relat-
ing to sections 101522 through 101525; and

(B) by inserting before the item relating to
section 101522, as redesignated by subpara-
graph (A), the following:
€1015621. Purpose.”’.

(f) SECTION 101913.—The heading for para-
graph (4)(C) of section 101913 of title 54,
United States Code, is amended by striking
“MIMIMUM’ and inserting ‘‘MINIMUM’’.

(g) SECTION 102302.—The heading for sub-
section (d) of section 102302 of title 54, United

States Code, is amended by striking
““RESPONSBILITIES’’ and inserting ‘‘RESPON-
SIBILITIES’ .

(h) CHAPTER 2003.—Chapter 2003 of title 54,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending section 200301 to read as
follows:

“§200301. Purposes; definitions

‘‘(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this chap-
ter are—

‘(1) to assist in preserving, developing, and
assuring accessibility to all citizens of the
United States and visitors who are lawfully
present in the United States such quality
and quantity of outdoor recreation resources
as may be available and are necessary and
desirable for individual active participation
in that recreation; and

‘“(2) to strengthen the health and vitality
of the citizens of the United States by—

““(A) providing funds for and authorizing
Federal assistance to the States in planning,
acquisition, and development of needed land
and water areas and facilities; and

‘“(B) providing funds for the Federal acqui-
sition and development of certain land and
other areas.

“(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this chapter:

“(1) FunD.—The term ‘Fund’ means the
Land and Water Conservation Fund estab-
lished under section 200302 of this title.

‘“(2) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means a
State, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico,
Guam, American Samoa, the Virgin Islands,
and the Northern Mariana Islands.’’;

(2) in section 200310(a), by striking ‘‘section
9503(c)(3)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 (26 U.S.C. 9503(c)(3)(B))”’ and inserting
“‘section 9503(c)(3)(A) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 9503(c)(3)(A))”’; and

(3) in the chapter table of contents, by
amending the item relating to section 200301
to read as follows:
¢‘200301. Purposes; definitions.”.

(i) CHAPTER 2005.—Chapter 2005 of title 54,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending section 200501 to read as
follows:

“§200501. Purposes; complement to existing
Federal programs; definitions

‘‘(a) PURPOSES.— The purposes of this
chapter are—

‘(1) to authorize the Secretary to establish
an urban park and recreation recovery pro-
gram that would provide Federal grants to
economically hard-pressed communities spe-
cifically for the rehabilitation of critically
needed recreation areas, facilities, and devel-
opment of improved recreation programs;

‘“(2) to improve recreation facilities and
expand recreation services in urban areas
with a high incidence of crime and to help
deter crime through the expansion of recre-
ation opportunities for at-risk youth; and

‘“(3) to increase the security of urban parks
and to promote collaboration between local
agencies involved in parks and recreation,
law enforcement, youth social services, and
juvenile justice system.

‘“(b) COMPLEMENT EXISTING FEDERAL PRO-
GRAMS.—The urban park and recreation re-
covery program is intended to complement
existing Federal programs such as the Land
and Water Conservation Fund and Commu-
nity Development Grant Programs by en-
couraging and stimulating 1local govern-
ments to revitalize their park and recreation
systems and to make long-term commit-
ments to continuing maintenance of these
systems. The assistance shall be subject to
such terms and conditions as the Secretary
considers appropriate and in the public inter-
est to carry out the purposes of this chapter.

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.— In this chapter:

‘(1) AT-RISK YOUTH RECREATION GRANT.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘at-risk youth
recreation grant’ means a grant in a neigh-
borhood or community with a high preva-
lence of crime, particularly violent crime or
crime committed by youthful offenders.

‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘at-risk youth
recreation grant’ includes—

‘(i) a rehabilitation grant;

‘‘(ii) an innovation grant; and

‘“(iii) a matching grant for continuing pro-
gram support for a program of demonstrated
value or success in providing constructive al-
ternatives to youth at risk for engaging in
criminal behavior, including a grant for op-
erating, or coordinating, a recreation pro-
gram or service.

¢(C) ADDITIONAL USES OF REHABILITATION
GRANT.—In addition to the purposes specified
in paragraph (8), a rehabilitation grant that
serves as an at-risk youth recreation grant
may be used for the provision of lighting,
emergency phones, or any other capital im-
provement that will improve the security of
an urban park.
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‘“(2) GENERAL PURPOSE LOCAL GOVERN-
MENT.—The term ‘general purpose local gov-
ernment’ means—

‘““(A) a city, county, town, township, vil-
lage, or other general purpose political sub-
division of a State; and

‘(B) the District of Columbia.

‘(3) INNOVATION GRANT.—The term ‘innova-
tion grant’ means a matching grant to a
local government to cover costs of personnel,
facilities, equipment, supplies, or services
designed to demonstrate innovative and
cost-effective ways to augment park and
recreation opportunities at the neighborhood
level and to address common problems re-
lated to facility operations and improved de-
livery of recreation service, not including
routine operation and maintenance activi-
ties.

‘“(4) MAINTENANCE.—The term ‘mainte-
nance’ means all commonly accepted prac-
tices necessary to keep recreation areas and
facilities operating in a state of good repair
and to protect them from deterioration re-
sulting from normal wear and tear.

“(6) PRIVATE, NONPROFIT AGENCY.—The
term ‘private, nonprofit agency’ means a
community-based, nonprofit organization,
corporation, or association organized for
purposes of providing recreational, conserva-
tion, and educational services directly to
urban residents on a neighborhood or com-
munitywide basis through voluntary dona-
tions, voluntary labor, or public or private
grants.

‘“(6) RECOVERY ACTION PROGRAM GRANT.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘recovery ac-
tion program grant’ means a matching grant
to a local government for development of
local park and recreation recovery action
programs to meet the requirements of this
chapter.

‘“(B) USE.—A recovery action program
grant shall be used for resource and needs as-
sessment, coordination, citizen involvement
and planning, and program development ac-
tivities to—

‘(i) encourage public definition of goals;
and

‘‘(ii) develop priorities and strategies for
overall recreation system recovery.

“(7) RECREATION AREA OR FACILITY.—The
term ‘recreation area or facility’ means an
indoor or outdoor park, building, site, or
other facility that is dedicated to recreation
purposes and administered by a public or pri-
vate nonprofit agency to serve the recreation
needs of community residents. Emphasis
shall be on public facilities readily accessible
to residential neighborhoods, including mul-
tiple-use community centers that have
recreation as 1 of their primary purposes,
but excluding major sports arenas, exhi-
bition areas, and conference halls used pri-
marily for commercial sports, spectator, or
display activities.

*“(8) REHABILITATION GRANT.—The term ‘re-
habilitation grant’ means a matching capital
grant to a local government for rebuilding,
remodeling, expanding, or developing an ex-
isting outdoor or indoor recreation area or
facility, including improvements in park
landscapes, buildings, and support facilities,
but excluding routine maintenance and up-
keep activities.

*“(9) SPECIAL PURPOSE LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘special pur-
pose local government’ means a local or re-
gional special district, public-purpose cor-
poration, or other limited political subdivi-
sion of a State.

‘(B) INcLuUSIONS.—The term ‘special pur-
pose local government’ includes—

‘(i) a park authority;

‘(i) a park, conservation, water, or sani-
tary district; and

‘‘(iii) a school district.
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‘(10) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means a
State, an instrumentality of a State ap-
proved by the Governor of the State, Puerto
Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the Virgin Is-
lands, and the Northern Mariana Islands.’’;

(2) in section 200503(c), by striking
‘“transferree’” and inserting ‘‘transferee’’;
and

(3) in the chapter table of contents, by
amending the item relating to section 200501
to read as follows:

€2005601. Purposes; complement to existing
Federal programs; defini-
tions.”.

(j) SEcCTION 302302.—The heading for sub-
section (a) of section 302302 of title 54, United
States Code, is amended by striking
‘“OCCCUR” and inserting ‘“OCCUR’’.

(k) SECTION 302701.—Section 302701(e) of
title 54, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘‘Preservations’” and inserting
“Preservation”.

(1) SECTION 302902.—The heading for para-
graph (1) of subsection (b) of section 302902 of
title 54, United States Code is amended by
striking ‘‘In general’”’ and inserting ‘‘IN GEN-
ERAL”.

(m) SECTION 302908.—Section 302908(a) of
title 54, United States Code, is amended by
inserting ‘‘the” before ‘‘Government of
Palau”.

(n) CHAPTER 3083.—Chapter 3083 of title 54,
United States Code is amended—

(1) by redesignating sections 308301 through
308304 as sections 308302 through 308305;

(2) by inserting before section 308302, as re-
designated by paragraph (1), the following:
“§308301. Purposes

““The purposes of this chapter are—

‘(1) to recognize the importance of the Un-
derground Railroad, the sacrifices made by
those who used the Underground Railroad in
search of freedom from tyranny and oppres-
sion, and the sacrifices made by the people
who helped them; and

‘“(2) to authorize the Service to coordinate
and facilitate Federal and non-Federal ac-
tivities to commemorate, honor, and inter-
pret the history of the Underground Rail-
road, its significance as a crucial element in
the evolution of the national civil rights
movement, and its relevance in fostering the
spirit of racial harmony and national rec-
onciliation.”;

(3) in section 308302, as redesignated by
paragraph (1), by striking 308302 and in-
serting ¢‘308303°’;

(4) in section 308305(a), as redesignated by
paragraph (1)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking 308302’
and inserting ‘308303’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘308303’
and inserting ‘‘308304’’; and

(5) in the chapter table of contents—

(A) by redesignating the items relating to
sections 308301 through 308304 as items relat-
ing to sections 308302 through 308305; and

(B) by inserting before the item relating to
section 308302, as redesignated by subpara-
graph (A), the following:
€‘308301. Purposes.”.

(0) SECTION 308704.—Section 308704(a)(1) of
title 54, United States Code, is amended by
inserting ‘‘subsection (c) of this section or”’
after ‘‘sold under”’.

(p) SECTION 309101.—The heading for sub-
section (d) of section 309101 of title 54, United
States Code, is amended by striking
‘“ACQUISTION” and inserting ‘‘ACQUISITION"’.

(q) CHAPTER 3111.—Chapter 3111 of title 54,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending section 311101 to read as
follows:

“§311101. Purpose; definitions

‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section
is to authorize the Preserve America Pro-
gram, including—
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‘(1) the Preserve America grant program
in the Department of the Interior;

‘(2) the recognition programs adminis-
tered by the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation; and

‘“(3) the related efforts of Federal agencies,
working in partnership with State, tribal,
and local governments and the private sec-
tor, to support and promote the preservation
of historic resources.

“‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this chapter:

‘(1) CoUNCIL.—The term ‘Council’ means
the Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-
tion.

‘“(2) HERITAGE TOURISM.—The term ‘herit-
age tourism’ means the conduct of activities
to attract and accommodate visitors to a
site or area based on the unique or special
aspects of the history, landscape (including
trail systems), and culture of the site or
area.

‘“(3) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means
the Preserve America Program established
under section 311102(a)’’; and

(2) in the chapter table of contents, by
amending the item relating to section 311101
to read as follows:
¢“311101. Purpose; definitions.”.

(r) SECTION 312304.—The heading for para-
graph (4) of subsection (b) of section 312304 of
title 54, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘‘COMMISISON’’ and inserting ‘‘CoOM-
MISSION".

SEC. 7. TRANSITIONAL AND SAVINGS PROVISIONS

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) RESTATED PROVISION.—The term ‘‘re-
stated provision” means a provision of law
that is enacted by section 6.

(2) SOURCE PROVISION.—The term ‘‘source
provision’” means a provision of law that is
replaced by a restated provision.

(b) CUTOFF DATE.—The restated provisions
replace certain provisions of law enacted on
or before May 6, 2021. If a law enacted after
that date amends or repeals a source provi-
sion, that law is deemed to amend or repeal,
as the case may be, the corresponding re-
stated provision. If a law enacted after that
date is otherwise inconsistent with a re-
stated provision or a provision of this Act,
that law supersedes the restated provision or
provision of this Act to the extent of the in-
consistency.

(c) ORIGINAL DATE OF ENACTMENT UN-
CHANGED.—A restated provision is deemed to
have been enacted on the date of enactment
of the source provision.

(d) REFERENCES TO RESTATED PROVISIONS.—
A reference to a restated provision is deemed
to refer to the corresponding source provi-
sion.

(e) REFERENCES TO SOURCE PROVISIONS.—A
reference to a source provision, including a
reference in a regulation, order, or other law,
is deemed to refer to the corresponding re-
stated provision.

(f) REGULATIONS, ORDERS, AND OTHER AD-
MINISTRATIVE ACTIONS.—A regulation, order,
or other administrative action in effect
under a source provision continues in effect
under the corresponding restated 54 provi-
sion.

(g) ACTIONS TAKEN AND OFFENSES COM-
MITTED.—An action taken or an offense com-
mitted under a source provision is deemed to
have been taken or committed under the cor-
responding restated provision.

(h) LEGISLATIVE CONSTRUCTION.—An infer-
ence of legislative construction is not to be
drawn by reason of a restated provision’s lo-
cation in the United States Code or by rea-
son of the heading used for the restated pro-
vision.

SEC. 8. REPEALS.

The following provisions of law are re-
pealed, except with respect to rights and du-
ties that matured, penalties that were in-
curred, or proceedings that were begun be-
fore December 19, 2014:
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Schedule of Laws Repealed
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Act of May 15, 1896 (ch. 182)

Act of March 3, 1897 (ch. 372)

Act of August 24, 1912 (ch. 355 (last paragraph under heading ‘‘NATIONAL MILITARY PARKS”’

at 37 Stat. 442)

Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (Pub. L. 88-578)

Public Law 95-344

Urban Park and Recreation Recovery Act of 1978 (Pub. L. 95-625) ..
National Park System Visitor Facilities Fund Act (Pub. L. 97-433)

Omnibus Parks and Public Land Management Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-333)

National Underground Railroad Network to Freedom Act of 1998 (Pub. L. 105-203) .
Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 (Pub. L. 111-11)

. United States Code
Section Former Classification
................................................................... 16 U.S.C. 411.
16 U.S.C. 412.
................................................................... 16 U.S.C. 413.
16 U.S.C. 414.
16 U.S.C. 416.
16 U.S.C. 413, 414, 416.
................................................................... 1 e | 16 ULSLC. 421.
title I, §1(b) ..... 16 U.S.C. 460/-4.
title III, §301(D) .. 16 U.S.C. 2301(b).
title X, §1003 .... . 2502.
................................... ) TR . 19gg note.
2 .. . 19aa note.
3 ... . 19bb note.
4 ... . 19cc note.
5... . 19dd note.
6 ... . 19ee note.
7. . 19ff note.
B s . 19gg note.
....................... div. I, title VIII, . 170(1).
§814(a)(1).
div. I, title VIII, . 1f.
§814(g)(4, (5)).
2(0) e . 469/(b).
.......................................... title VII, § 7302(a) . 469n(a).

CONSUMER SAFETY TECHNOLOGY ACT
H.R. 3723

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘Consumer Safety Technology Act’.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. Definitions.

TITLE I—ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE

AND CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY

Sec. 101. Short title.

Sec. 102. Pilot program for use of artificial
intelligence by Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission.

TITLE II-BLOCKCHAIN TECHNOLOGY

INNOVATION

Sec. 201. Short title.

Sec. 202. Study on blockchain technology
and its use in consumer protec-
tion.

TITLE III—DIGITAL TOKEN TAXONOMY
Sec. 301. Short title.

Sec. 302. Findings.

Sec. 303. Reports on unfair or deceptive acts
or practices in transactions re-
lating to digital tokens.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act—

(1) the term ‘‘consumer product’ has the
meaning given such term in section 3(a) of
the Consumer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C.
2052(a)); and

(2) the term ‘‘Secretary’” means the Sec-
retary of Commerce.

TITLE I—ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE AND

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘Al for Con-
sumer Product Safety Act’’.

SEC. 102. PILOT PROGRAM FOR USE OF ARTIFI-

CIAL INTELLIGENCE BY CONSUMER
PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Consumer Product Safety Commission shall
establish a pilot program to explore the use
of artificial intelligence by the Commission
in support of the consumer product safety
mission of the Commission.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In conducting the pilot
program established under subsection (a),
the Commission shall do the following:

(1) Use artificial intelligence for at least 1
of the following purposes:

(A) Tracking trends with respect to inju-
ries involving consumer products.

(B) Identifying consumer product hazards.

(C) Monitoring the retail marketplace (in-
cluding internet websites) for the sale of re-
called consumer products (including both
new and used products).

(D) Identifying consumer products required
by section 17(a) of the Consumer Product
Safety Act (156 U.S.C. 2066(a)) to be refused
admission into the customs territory of the
United States.

(2) Consult with the following:

(A) Technologists, data scientists, and ex-
perts in artificial intelligence and machine
learning.

(B) Cybersecurity experts.

(C) Members of the retail industry.

(D) Consumer product manufacturers.

(E) Consumer product safety organizations.

(F) Any other person the Commission con-
siders appropriate.

(¢c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
180 days after the conclusion of the pilot pro-
gram established under subsection (a), the
Consumer Product Safety Commission shall
submit to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate, and make
publicly available on the website of the Com-
mission, a report on the findings and data
derived from such program, including wheth-
er and the extent to which the use of artifi-
cial intelligence improved the ability of the
Commission to advance the consumer prod-
uct safety mission of the Commission.

TITLE II—-BLOCKCHAIN TECHNOLOGY

INNOVATION
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Blockchain
Innovation Act’.

SEC. 202. STUDY ON BLOCKCHAIN TECHNOLOGY
AND ITS USE IN CONSUMER PROTEC-
TION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) STUDY REQUIRED.—Not later than one
yvear after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Commerce, in consultation
with the Federal Trade Commission, and in
consultation with the any other appropriate

Federal agency the Secretary determines ap-
propriate, shall conduct a study on current
and potential use of blockchain technology
in commerce and the potential benefits of
blockchain technology for limiting fraud and
other unfair and deceptive acts and prac-
tices.

(2) REQUIREMENTS FOR STUDY.—In con-
ducting the study, the Secretary shall exam-
ine—

(A) trends in the commercial use of and in-
vestment in blockchain technology;

(B) best practices in facilitating public-pri-
vate partnerships in blockchain technology;

(C) potential benefits and risks of
blockchain technology for consumer protec-
tion;

(D) how blockchain technology can be used
by industry and consumers to reduce fraud
and increase the security of commercial
transactions;

(E) areas in Federal regulation of
blockchain technology that greater clarity
would encourage domestic innovation; and

(F) any other relevant observations or rec-
ommendations related to blockchain tech-
nology and consumer protection.

(3) PUBLIC COMMENT.—In producing the
study required in subsection (a)(2), the Sec-
retary shall provide opportunity for public
comment and advice relevant to the produc-
tion of the study.

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 6
months after the completion of the study re-
quired pursuant to subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the
Senate, and make publicly available on the
website of the Department of Commerce, a
report that contains the results of the study
conducted under subsection (a).

TITLE III—DIGITAL TOKEN TAXONOMY
SEC. 301. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Digital
Taxonomy Act’.

SEC. 302. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) it is important that the United States
remains a leader in innovation;

(2) digital tokens and blockchain tech-
nology are driving innovation and providing
consumers with increased choice and conven-
ience;
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(3) the use of digital tokens and blockchain
technology is likely to increase in the fu-
ture;

(4) the Federal Trade Commission is re-
sponsible for protecting consumers from un-
fair or deceptive acts or practices, including
relating to digital tokens;

(6) the Commission has previously taken
action against unscrupulous companies and
individuals that committed unfair or decep-
tive acts or practices involving digital to-
kens; and

(6) to bolster the Commission’s ability to
enforce against unfair or deceptive acts or
practices involving digital tokens, the Com-
mission should ensure staff have appropriate
training and resources to identify and pursue
such cases.

SEC. 303. REPORTS ON UNFAIR OR DECEPTIVE
ACTS OR PRACTICES IN TRANS-
ACTIONS RELATING TO DIGITAL TO-
KENS.

Not later than one year after the date of
enactment of this Act and each year there-
after until fiscal year 2024, the Federal Trade
Commission shall transmit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation
of the Senate, and make publicly available
on its website, a report of—

(1) any actions taken by the Commission
relating to unfair or deceptive acts or prac-
tices in transactions relating to digital to-
kens;

(2) the Commission’s other efforts to pre-
vent unfair or deceptive acts or practices re-
lating to digital tokens; and

(3) any recommendations by the Commis-
sion for legislation that would improve the
ability of the Commission and other relevant
Federal agencies—

(A) to further protect consumers from un-
fair or deceptive acts or practices in the dig-
ital token marketplace; and

(B) to promote competition and promote
innovation in the global digital token sector.

PANDEMIC EFFECTS ON HOME SAFETY AND
TOURISM ACT
H.R. 3752

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Pandemic Effects on Home Safety and
Tourism Act’.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

TITLE I—COVID-19 HOME SAFETY

Sec. 101. Short title.

Sec. 102. Study and report on the effect of
the COVID-19 public health
emergency on injuries and
deaths from consumer products.

TITLE II—PROTECTING TOURISM IN THE
UNITED STATES

Sec. 201. Short title.

Sec. 202. Study and report on effects of
COVID-19 pandemic on travel
and tourism industry in United
States.

TITLE I—COVID-19 HOME SAFETY

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘COVID-19
Home Safety Act’.

SEC. 102. STUDY AND REPORT ON THE EFFECT
OF THE COVID-19 PUBLIC HEALTH
EMERGENCY ON INJURIES AND
DEATHS FROM CONSUMER PROD-
UCTS.

(a) COVID-19 REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later
than 3 months after the date of enactment of
this section and every 3 months thereafter
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for the duration of the COVID-19 public
health emergency, the Consumer Product
Safety Commission shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation
of the Senate, and make publicly available, a
report on the effect of the COVID-19 public
health emergency on injuries and deaths
from consumer products.

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—The report shall
include the following:

(1) Relevant data and statistics from—

(A) the data sources of the Commission;

(B) other appropriate agencies;

(C) media reports;

(D) poison control centers, to the extent
practical; and

(E) any other relevant data sources.

(2) An identification of trends in injuries
and deaths from consumer products, com-
paring data from representative time periods
before and during the COVID-19 public
health emergency.

(3) An identification of subpopulations that
have experienced elevated risk of injury or
death from consumer products during the
COVID-19 public health emergency, such as
minorities, infants, people with disabilities,
children, or the elderly.

(4) An identification of where most injuries
or deaths from consumer products during the
COVID-19 public health emergency are tak-
ing place, such as the type of building or out-
door environment.

(5) A specification about whether consumer
products associated with a substantial num-
ber of injuries or deaths during the COVID-
19 public health emergency are—

(A) under recall;

(B) subject to a voluntary consumer prod-
uct safety standard; or

(C) subject to a mandatory consumer prod-
uct safety standard.

(6) An identification of emerging consumer
products that are posing new risks to con-
sumers.

(c) COVID-19 PUBLIC HEALTH EMERGENCY
DEFINED.—The term  “COVID-19 public
health emergency’” means a public health
emergency declared pursuant to section 319
of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
247d) as a result of confirmed cases of 2019
novel coronavirus (COVID-19), including any
renewal thereof.

TITLE II—PROTECTING TOURISM IN THE
UNITED STATES
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“Protecting
Tourism in the United States Act”.

SEC. 202. STUDY AND REPORT ON EFFECTS OF
COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON TRAVEL
AND TOURISM INDUSTRY IN UNITED
STATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary, in consultation with the United
States Travel and Tourism Advisory Board
and the head of any other Federal agency the
Secretary considers appropriate, shall com-
plete a study on the effects of the COVID-19
pandemic on the travel and tourism indus-
try, including various segments of the travel
and tourism industry, such as domestic,
international, leisure, business, conventions,
meetings, and events.

(b) MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION.—In con-
ducting the study required by subsection (a)
and the interim study required by subsection
(e)(1), the Secretary shall consider—

(1) changes in employment rates in the
travel and tourism industry during the pan-
demic period;

(2) changes in revenues of businesses in the
travel and tourism industry during the pan-
demic period;

(3) changes in employment and sales in in-
dustries related to the travel and tourism in-
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dustry, and changes in contributions of the
travel and tourism industry to such related
industries, during the pandemic period;

(4) the effects attributable to the changes
described in paragraphs (1) through (3) in the
travel and tourism industry and such related
industries on the overall economy of the
United States during the pandemic period
and the projected effects of such changes on
the overall economy of the United States fol-
lowing the pandemic period; and

(5) any additional matters the Secretary
considers appropriate.

(c) CONSULTATION AND PUBLIC COMMENT.—
In conducting the study required by sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall—

(1) consult with representatives of—

(A) the small business sector;

(B) the restaurant or food service sector;

(C) the hotel and alternative accommoda-
tions sector;

(D) the attractions or recreations sector;

(E) the travel distribution services sector;

(F') destination marketing organizations;

(G) State tourism offices; and

(H) the passenger air, railroad, and rental
car sectors; and

(2) provide an opportunity for public com-
ment and advice relevant to conducting the
study.

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 6
months after the date on which the study re-
quired by subsection (a) is completed, the
Secretary, in consultation with the United
States Travel and Tourism Advisory Board
and the head of any other Federal agency the
Secretary considers appropriate, shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate, and make pub-
licly available on the website of the Depart-
ment of Commerce, a report that contains—

(1) the results of such study; and

(2) policy recommendations for promoting
and assisting the travel and tourism indus-
try.

(e) INTERIM STUDY AND REPORT.—Not later
than 3 months after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Secretary, after consultation
with relevant stakeholders, including the
United States Travel and Tourism Advisory
Board, shall—

(1) complete an interim study, which shall
be based on data available at the time when
the study is conducted and provide a frame-
work for the study required by subsection
(a), on the effects of the COVID-19 pandemic
(as of such time) on the travel and tourism
industry, including various segments of the
travel and tourism industry, such as domes-
tic, international, leisure, business, conven-
tions, meetings, and events; and

(2) submit to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate, and make
publicly available on the website of the De-
partment of Commerce, an interim report
that contains the results of the interim
study required by paragraph (1).

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) the term ‘‘pandemic period’” has the
meaning given the term ‘‘emergency period”
in section 1135(g2)(1)(B) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1320b-5(2)(1)(B)), excluding any
portion of such period after the date that is
1 year after the date of the enactment of this
Act;

(2) the term ‘‘Secretary’” means the Sec-
retary of Commerce; and

(3) the term ‘‘travel and tourism industry’’
means the travel and tourism industry in the
United States.
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TRIBAL HEALTH DATA IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2021
H.R. 3841

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Tribal
Health Data Improvement Act of 2021”°.

SEC. 2. COLLECTION AND AVAILABILITY OF
HEALTH DATA WITH RESPECT TO IN-
DIAN TRIBES.

(a) DATA COLLECTION.—Section 3101(a)(1) of
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
300kk(a)(1)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘, by not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this title,”’;
and

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘Trib-
al,” after ““State,”.

(b) DATA REPORTING AND DISSEMINATION.—
Section 3101(c) of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 300kk(c)) is amended—

(1) by amending subparagraph (F) of para-
graph (1) to read as follows:

‘“(F) the Indian Health Service, Indian
Tribes, Tribal organizations, and epidemi-
ology centers authorized under the Indian
Health Care Improvement Act;”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘Indian
Tribes, Tribal organizations, and epidemi-
ology centers,’”’ after ‘‘Federal agencies,”.

(c) PROTECTION AND SHARING OF DATA.—
Section 3101(e) of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 300kk(e)) is amended by adding
at the end the following new paragraphs:

‘“(3) DATA SHARING STRATEGY.—With re-
spect to data access for Tribal epidemiology
centers and Tribes, the Secretary shall cre-
ate a data sharing strategy that takes into
consideration recommendations by the Sec-
retary’s Tribal Advisory Committee for—

“(A) ensuring that Tribal epidemiology
centers and Indian Tribes have access to the
data sources necessary to accomplish their
public health responsibilities; and

‘(B) protecting the privacy and security of
such data.

“(4) TRIBAL PUBLIC HEALTH AUTHORITY.—

““(A) AVAILABILITY.—Beginning not later
than 180 days after the date of the enactment
of the Tribal Health Data Improvement Act
of 2021, the Secretary shall make available to
the entities listed in subparagraph (B) all
data that is collected pursuant to this title
with respect to health care and public health
surveillance programs and activities, includ-
ing such programs and activities that are
federally supported or conducted, so long
as—

‘(i) such entities request the data pursu-
ant to statute; and

‘“(ii) the data is requested for use—

‘() consistent with Federal law and obli-
gations; and

“(II) to satisfy a particular purpose or
carry out a specific function consistent with
the purpose for which the data was collected.

‘(B) ENTITIES.—The entities listed in this
subparagraph are—

‘(i) the Indian Health Service;

‘(ii) Indian Tribes and Tribal organiza-
tions; and

‘‘(iii) epidemiology centers.”’.

(d) TECHNICAL UPDATES.—Section 3101 of
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
300kk) is amended—

(1) by striking subsections (g) and (h); and

(2) by redesignating subsection (i) as sub-
section (h).

(e) DEFINITIONS.—After executing the
amendments made by subsection (d), section
3101 of the Public Health Service Act (42
U.S.C. 300kk) is amended by inserting after
subsection (f) the following new subsection:

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) The term ‘epidemiology center’ means
an epidemiology center established under
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section 214 of the Indian Health Care Im-
provement Act, including such Tribal epide-
miology centers serving Indian Tribes re-
gionally and any Tribal epidemiology center
serving Urban Indian organizations nation-
ally.

‘“(2) The term ‘Indian Tribe’ has the mean-
ing given to the term ‘Indian tribe’ in sec-
tion 4 of the Indian Self-Determination and
Education Assistance Act.

‘“(3) The term ‘Tribal organization’ has the
meaning given to the term ‘tribal organiza-
tion’ in section 4 of the of the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act.

‘“(4) The term ‘Urban Indian organization’
has the meaning given to that term in sec-
tion 4 of the Indian Health Care Improve-
ment Act.”.

(f) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 3101(b)
of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
300kk(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘DATA
ANALYSIS.—” and all that follows through
“For each federally’’ and inserting ‘‘DATA
ANALYSIS.—For each federally’’.

SEC. 3. IMPROVING HEALTH STATISTICS REPORT-
ING WITH RESPECT TO INDIAN
TRIBES.

(a) TECHNICAL AID TO STATES AND LOCAL-
ITIES.—Section 306(d) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242k(d)) is amended by
inserting ‘‘, Indian Tribes, Tribal organiza-
tions, and epidemiology centers’ after ‘‘ju-
risdictions”.

(b) COOPERATIVE HEALTH STATISTICS SYS-
TEM.—Section 306(e)(3) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242k(e)(3)) is amended
by inserting ¢, Indian Tribes, Tribal organi-
zations, and epidemiology centers’ after
‘“‘health agencies’.

(¢) FEDERAL-STATE-TRIBAL COOPERATION.—
Section 306(f) of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 242k(f)) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘the Indian Health Serv-
ice,” before ‘‘the Departments of Com-
merce’’;

(2) by inserting a comma after ‘‘the De-
partments of Commerce and Labor’’;

(3) by inserting ‘‘, Indian Tribes, Tribal or-
ganizations, and epidemiology centers’ after
‘““‘State and local health departments and
agencies’’; and

(4) by striking ‘‘he shall” and inserting
‘‘the Secretary shall’’.

(d) REGISTRATION AREA RECORDS.—Section
306(h)(1) of the Public Health Service Act (42
U.S.C. 242k(h)(1)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘in his discretion’ and in-
serting ‘‘in the discretion of the Secretary’’;
and

(2) by striking ‘‘Hispanics, Asian Ameri-
cans, and Pacific Islanders” and inserting
‘“‘American Indians and Alaska Natives, His-
panics, Asian Americans, and Native Hawai-
ian and other Pacific Islanders”.

(e) NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON VITAL AND
HEALTH STATISTICS.—Section 306(k) of the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242k(k))
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘¢, not later
than 60 days after the date of the enactment
of the Health Insurance Portability and Ac-
countability Act of 1996, each place it ap-
pears; and

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘Not later
than 1 year after the date of the enactment
of the Health Insurance Portability and Ac-
countability Act of 1996, and annually there-
after, the Committee shall” and inserting
“The Committee shall, on a biennial basis,”.

(f) GRANTS FOR ASSEMBLY AND ANALYSIS OF
DATA ON ETHNIC AND RACIAL POPULATIONS.—
Section 306(m)(4) of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 242k(m)(4)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—

(A) by striking ‘“Subject to subparagraph
(B), the”’ and inserting ‘‘The’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘and major Hispanic sub-
population groups and American Indians”
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and inserting ‘‘, major Hispanic subgroups,
and American Indians and Alaska Natives’;
and

(2) by amending subparagraph (B) to read
as follows:

“(B) In carrying out subparagraph (A),
with respect to American Indians and Alaska
Natives, the Secretary shall—

‘(i) consult with Indian Tribes, Tribal or-
ganizations, the Tribal Technical Advisory
Group of the Centers for Medicare & Med-
icaid Services maintained under section
5006(e) of the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act of 2009, and the Tribal Advi-
sory Committee established by the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention, in co-
ordination with epidemiology centers, to de-
velop guidelines for State and local health
agencies to improve the quality and accu-
racy of data with respect to the birth and
death records of American Indians and Alas-
ka Natives;

‘“(ii) confer with Urban Indian organiza-
tions to develop guidelines for State and
local health agencies to improve the quality
and accuracy of data with respect to the
birth and death records of American Indians
and Alaska Natives;

‘‘(iii) enter into cooperative agreements
with Indian Tribes, Tribal organizations,
Urban Indian organizations, and epidemi-
ology centers to address misclassification
and undersampling of American Indians and
Alaska Natives with respect to—

“(I) birth and death records; and

‘‘(IT) health care and public health surveil-
lance systems, including, but not limited to,
data with respect to chronic and infectious
diseases, unintentional injuries, environ-
mental health, child and adolescent health,
maternal health and mortality, foodborne
and waterborne illness, reproductive health,
and any other notifiable disease or condi-
tion;

‘(iv) encourage States to enter into data
sharing agreements with Indian Tribes, Trib-
al organizations, and epidemiology centers
to improve the quality and accuracy of pub-
lic health data; and

“(v) not later than 180 days after the date
of enactment of the Tribal Health Data Im-
provement Act of 2021, and biennially there-
after, issue a report on the following:

“(I) Which States have data sharing agree-
ments with Indian Tribes, Tribal organiza-
tions, Urban Indian organizations, and Trib-
al epidemiology centers to improve the qual-
ity and accuracy of health data.

‘(ITI) What the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention is doing to encourage States
to enter into data sharing agreements with
Indian Tribes, Tribal organizations, Urban
Indian organizations, and Tribal epidemi-
ology centers to improve the quality and ac-
curacy of health data.

‘“(IIT) Best practices and guidance for
States, Indian Tribes, Tribal organizations,
Urban Indian organizations, and Tribal epi-
demiology centers that wish to enter into
data sharing agreements.

“(IV) Best practices and guidance for local,
State, Tribal, and Federal uniform standards
for the collection of data on race and eth-
nicity.”.

(g) DEFINITIONS.—Section 306 of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242k) is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating subsection (n) as sub-
section (0); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (m) the
following:

“(n) In this section:

‘(1) The term ‘epidemiology center’ means
an epidemiology center established under
section 214 of the Indian Health Care Im-
provement Act, including such Tribal epide-
miology centers serving Indian Tribes re-
gionally and any Tribal epidemiology center
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serving Urban Indian organizations nation-
ally.

‘(2) The term ‘Indian Tribe’ has the mean-
ing given to the term ‘Indian tribe’ in sec-
tion 4 of the Indian Self-Determination and
Education Assistance Act.

‘(3) The term ‘Tribal organization’ has the
meaning given to the term ‘tribal organiza-
tion’ in section 4 of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act.

‘“(4) The term ‘Urban Indian organization’
has the meaning given to that term in sec-
tion 4 of the Indian Health Care Improve-
ment Act.”.

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 306(0) of the Public Health Service
Act, as redesignated by subsection (g), is
amended to read as follows:

“(0)(1) To carry out this section, there is
authorized to be appropriated $185,000,000 for
each of the fiscal years 2022 through 2026.

¢(2) Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out this section for a fiscal
year, the Secretary shall not use more than
10 percent for the combined costs of—

‘“(A) administration of this section; and

‘(B) carrying out subsection (m)(2).”.
PROVIDING FOR AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS FOR

CUSTOMER EDUCATION INITIATIVES AND NON-

AWARDS EXPENSES OF COMMODITY FUTURES

TRADING COMMISSION WHISTLEBLOWER PRO-

GRAM

S. 409

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION WHISTLEBLOWER PRO-
GRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, there is established in
the Treasury a separate account (referred to
in this section as the ‘‘account’), the
amounts in which shall be available for the
sole purposes of—

(1) carrying out the activities described in
section 23(2)(2)(B) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (7 U.S.C. 26(g)(2)(B)) (referred to
in this section as ‘‘customer education ini-
tiatives’’); and

(2) funding the administrative, pro-
grammatic, and personnel expenses of the
Whistleblower Office and the Office of Cus-
tomer Education and Outreach of the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission (re-
ferred to in this section as the ‘“‘Commis-
sion’’) in carrying out section 23 of the Com-
modity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 26) (referred
to in this section as ‘‘non-awards expenses’’).

(b) TRANSFERS FROM FUND INTO ACCOUNT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, the Commission shall
transfer up to $10,000,000 from the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission Cus-
tomer Protection Fund established under
section 23(g)(1) of the Commodity Exchange
Act (7 U.S.C. 26(g)(1)) (referred to in this sec-
tion as the ““Fund”) into the account.

(2) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts transferred
under paragraph (1) shall be available for ob-
ligation without further appropriation and
remain available until October 1, 2022.

(3) REMAINING AMOUNTS.—Amounts remain-
ing in the account that are unobligated on
October 1, 2022, shall be returned to the
Fund.

(¢) REQUIREMENT FOR OBLIGATIONS.—The
Commission may make obligations from the
account only when the unobligated balance
of the Fund is insufficient to pay non-awards
expenses and expenses for customer edu-
cation initiatives due to awards that the
Commission has ordered under section 23(b)
of the Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C.
26(b)).

(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—The Commis-
sion shall include in each report required

under section 23(g)(5) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (7 U.S.C. 26(g2)(5)) the same infor-
mation with respect to the account as the
Commission includes in the report with re-
spect to the Fund, to the extent the informa-
tion is relevant to the account.
REDEFINING EASTERN AND MIDDLE JUDICIAL
DISTRICTS OF NORTH CAROLINA

S. 1340

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF NORTH
CAROLINA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 113 of title 28,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘and Wil-
son and’’ and inserting ‘‘Wilson, those por-
tions of Hoke, Moore, Scotland, and Rich-
mond counties encompassing the Fort Bragg
Military Reservation and Camp Mackall,
and’’; and

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting
the following:

“(b) MIDDLE DISTRICT.—The Middle Dis-
trict comprises the counties of Alamance,
Cabarrus, Caswell, Chatham, Davidson,
Davie, Durham (excluding that portion of
Durham County encompassing the Federal
Correctional Institution, Butner, North
Carolina), Forsyth, Guilford, Hoke (exclud-
ing that portion of Hoke County encom-
passing the Fort Bragg Military Reservation
and Camp Mackall), Lee, Montgomery,
Moore (excluding that portion of Moore
County encompassing the Fort Bragg Mili-
tary Reservation and Camp Mackall), Or-
ange, Person, Randolph, Richmond (exclud-
ing that portion of Richmond County encom-
passing the Fort Bragg Military Reservation
and Camp Mackall), Rockingham, Rowan,
Scotland (excluding that portion of Scotland
County encompassing the Fort Bragg Mili-
tary Reservation and Camp Mackall),
Stanly, Stokes, Surry, and Yadkin.”’.

(b) APPLICATION.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall not apply to any ac-
tion commenced or pending in any judicial
district of North Carolina before the date of
enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 486, the order-
ing of the yeas and nays on postponed
motions to suspend the rules with re-
spect to such measures is vacated to
the end that all such motions are con-
sidered as withdrawn.

The question is on the motion offered
by the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MCGOVERN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bills.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 325, nays
103, not voting 2, as follows:

[Roll No. 177]

YEAS—325
Adams Bacon Bergman
Aderholt Balderson Beyer
Aguilar Barr Bice (OK)
Allred Barragan Bilirakis
Amodei Bass Bishop (GA)
Armstrong Beatty Blumenauer
Auchincloss Bentz Blunt Rochester
Axne Bera Bonamici
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Bost

Bourdeaux

Bowman

Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brown
Brownley
Buchanan
Bucshon
Bush
Bustos
Butterfield
Calvert
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Cheney
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Comer
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crenshaw
Crist

Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)

Davis, Danny K.

Davis, Rodney
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.

Dunn
Emmer
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Feenstra
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Fortenberry
Foster
Frankel, Lois
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gibbs
Gimenez
Golden
Gomez
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Guthrie
Harder (CA)
Hartzler
Hayes
Herrera Beutler
Higgins (LA)
Higgins (NY)

Hill
Himes
Hinson
Hollingsworth
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jacobs (NY)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Joyce (OH)
Kahele
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Keller
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (CA)
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
LaHood
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Letlow
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Malliotakis
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClain
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McNerney
Meeks
Meijer
Meng
Meuser
Mfume
Miller-Meeks
Moolenaar
Moore (UT)
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (NC)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Newhouse
Newman
Norcross
O’Halleran
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Obernolte
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Ross
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Salazar
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scalise
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Simpson
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Soto
Spanberger
Spartz
Speier
Stansbury
Stanton
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Upton
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Wagner
Walberg
Walorski
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Webster (FL)
Welch
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Wexton Wilson (FL) Womack
Wwild Wilson (SC) Yarmuth
Williams (GA) Wittman Young
NAYS—103
Allen Franklin, C. Mast
Arrington Scott McClintock
Babin Fulcher Miller (IL)
Baird Gaetz Miller (WV)
Banks Gohmert Mooney
Biggs Good (VA) Moore (AL)
Bishop (NC) Gooden (TX) Nehls
Boebert gosar ™ gorman
reen unes

giigis Greene (GA) Owens
Buck Griffith Palazzo
Budd Grothman Palmer
Burgess Guest Pence
Cammack Hagedorn Perry
Carl Harris Pfluger
Carter (GA) Harshbarger Posey

Hern Rose
girter (TX) Herrell Rosendale
013;111?1 Hice (GA) Roy

Hudson Rutherford
Clyde Huizenga Schweikert
Cole Jackson Scott, Austin
Crawford Jordan Smith (MO)
Curtis Joyce (PA) Steil
Davidson Kelly (MS) Steube
DesJarlais Kustoff Stewart
Donalds LaMalfa Taylor
Duncan Lamborn Tiffany
Estes Latta Timmons
Fallon LaTurner Waltz
Ferguson Lesko Weber (TX)
Fischbach Loudermilk Wenstrup
Fitzgerald Mace Westerman
Fleischmann Mann Williams (TX)
Foxx Massie Zeldin

NOT VOTING—2
Burchett Case
0O 1444

Mr. WESTERMAN changed his vote
from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Messrs. MULLIN, ARMSTRONG, and
PASCRELL changed their vote from
“nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bills were passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE

RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Aderholt Kelly (IL) Napolitano
(Moolenaar) (Jeffries) (Correa)
Amodei Kirkpatrick Pappas (Kuster)
(Balderson) (Stanton) Payne (Pallone)
DeFazio (Davids ~ Lawson (FL) Ruiz (Aguilar)
(KS) (Evans) Rush
DeSaulnier Leger Fernandez (Underwood)
(Matsui) (Jacobs (CA)) Sewell (DelBene)

Lieu (Beyer)

Garcia (IL) Vela (Gomez)

(Garcia (TX)) LO(VB"?Z;‘)&I Velazquez
Hoyer (Brown) Mengy(Clark (Jeffries)
Johnson (TX) (MA)) Wilson (FL)
(Jeffries) Mullin (Cole) (Hayes)
——
PROTECTING OLDER WORKERS

AGAINST DISCRIMINATION ACT
OF 2021

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 486, I call
up the bill (H.R. 2062) to amend the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act of
1967 and other laws to clarify appro-
priate standards for Federal employ-
ment discrimination and retaliation
claims, and for other purposes, and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 486, in lieu of
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the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor printed
in the bill, an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the
text of Rules Committee Print 117-6,
modified by the amendment printed in
part A of House Report 117-71, is adopt-
ed and the bill, as amended, is consid-
ered read.

The text of the bill, as amended, is as
follows:

H.R. 2062

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protecting
Older Workers Against Discrimination Act of
2021°.

SEC. 2. STANDARDS OF PROOF.

(a) AGE DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT ACT
OF 1967.—

(1) CLARIFYING PROHIBITION AGAINST IMPER-
MISSIBLE CONSIDERATION OF AGE IN EMPLOYMENT
PRACTICES.—Section 4 of the Age Discrimination
in Employment Act of 1967 (29 U.S.C. 623) is
amended by inserting after subsection (f) the
following:

“(g)(1) Ezxcept as otherwise provided in this
Act, an unlawful practice is established under
this Act when the complaining party dem-
onstrates that age or an activity protected by
subsection (d) was a motivating factor for any
practice, even though other factors also moti-
vated the practice.

“(2) In establishing an wunlawful practice
under this Act, including under paragraph (1)
or by any other method of proof, a complaining
party—

“(4) may rely on any type or form of admis-
sible evidence; and

““(B) shall not be required to demonstrate that
age or an activity protected by subsection (d)
was the sole cause of a practice.”.

(2) REMEDIES.—Section 7 of such Act (29
U.S.C. 626) is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)—

(i) in the first sentence, by striking ““The’’ and
inserting ‘(1) The’’;

(ii) in the third sentence, by
“Amounts’’ and inserting the following:

“(2) Amounts’’;

(iii) in the fifth sentence, by striking ‘‘Before’’
and inserting the following:

““(4) Before’’; and

(iv) by inserting before paragraph (4), as des-
ignated by clause (iii) of this subparagraph, the
following:

“(3) On a claim in which an individual dem-
onstrates that age was a motivating factor for
any employment practice under section 4(g)(1),
and a respondent demonstrates that the re-
spondent would have taken the same action in
the absence of the impermissible motivating fac-
tor, the court—

“(A) may grant declaratory relief, injunctive
relief (except as provided in subparagraph (B)),
and attorney’s fees and costs demonstrated to be
directly attributable only to the pursuit of a
claim under section 4(g)(1); and

“(B) shall not award damages or issue an
order requiring any admission, reinstatement,
hiring, promotion, or payment.’’; and

(B) in subsection (c)(1), by striking “Any”
and inserting ‘‘Subject to subsection (b)(3),
any’’.

(3) DEFINITIONS.—Section 11 of such Act (29
U.S.C. 630) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“(m) The term ‘demonstrates’ means meets the
burdens of production and persuasion.”’.

(4) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—Section 15 of such
Act (29 U.S.C. 633a) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

striking
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““(h) Sections 4(g) and 7(b)(3) shall apply to
mixed motive claims (involving practices de-
scribed in section 4(g)(1)) under this section.”’.

(b) TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF
1964.—

(1) CLARIFYING PROHIBITION AGAINST IMPER-
MISSIBLE CONSIDERATION OF RACE, COLOR, RELI-
GION, SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN IN EMPLOYMENT
PRACTICES.—Section 703 of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000e-2) is amended by strik-
ing subsection (m) and inserting the following:

‘““‘m) Ezxcept as otherwise provided in this
title, an unlawful employment practice is estab-
lished when the complaining party demonstrates
that race, color, religion, sex, national origin, or
an activity protected by section 704(a) was a mo-
tivating factor for any employment practice,
even though other factors also motivated the
practice.”’.

(2) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—Section 717 of such
Act (42 U.S.C. 2000e-16) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

““(g) Sections 703(m) and 706(g)(2)(B) shall
apply to mixed motive cases (involving practices
described in section 703(m)) under this section.”.

(c) AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT OF
1990.—

(1) DEFINITIONS.—Section 101 of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
12111) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘“(11) DEMONSTRATES.—The term ‘dem-
onstrates’ means meets the burdens of produc-
tion and persuasion.”’.

(2) CLARIFYING PROHIBITION AGAINST IMPER-
MISSIBLE CONSIDERATION OF DISABILITY IN EM-
PLOYMENT PRACTICES.—Section 102 of such Act
(42 U.S.C. 12112) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

““(e) PROOF.—

‘““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Ezxcept as otherwise
provided in this Act, a discriminatory practice is
established under this Act when the com-
plaining party demonstrates that disability or
an activity protected by subsection (a) or (b) of
section 503 was a motivating factor for any em-
ployment practice, even though other factors
also motivated the practice.

““(2) DEMONSTRATION.—In establishing a dis-
criminatory practice under paragraph (1) or by
any other method of proof, a complaining
party—

‘“(A) may rely on any type or form of admis-
sible evidence; and

““(B) shall not be required to demonstrate that
disability or an activity protected by subsection
(a) or (b) of section 503 was the sole cause of an
employment practice.”’.

(3) CERTAIN ANTI-RETALIATION CLAIMS.—Sec-
tion 503(c) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 12203(c)) is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘“The remedies’ and inserting
the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-
graph (2), the remedies’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

““(2) CERTAIN ANTI-RETALIATION CLAIMS.—Sec-
tion 107(c) shall apply to claims under section
102(e)(1) with respect to title 1.”’.

(4) REMEDIES.—Section 107 of such Act (42
U.S.C. 12117) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

““(c) DISCRIMINATORY MOTIVATING FACTOR.—
On a claim in which an individual demonstrates
that disability was a motivating factor for any
employment practice under section 102(e)(1),
and a respondent demonstrates that the re-
spondent would have taken the same action in
the absence of the impermissible motivating fac-
tor, the court—

‘“(1) may grant declaratory relief, injunctive
relief (except as provided in paragraph (2)), and
attorney’s fees and costs demonstrated to be di-
rectly attributable only to the pursuit of a claim
under section 102(e)(1); and

‘““(2) shall nmot award damages or issue an
order requiring any admission, reinstatement,
hiring, promotion, or payment.”’.
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(d) REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Sections 501(f), 503(d), and
504(d) of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29
U.S.C. 791(f), 793(d), and 794(d)), are each
amended by adding after ‘‘title I of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
12111 et seq.)”’ the following: ‘‘, including the
standards of causation or methods of proof ap-
plied under section 102(e) of that Act (42 U.S.C.
12112(e)),”".

(2) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—The amendment
made by paragraph (1) to section 501(f) of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 791(f))
shall be construed to apply to all employees cov-
ered by section 501 of that Act (29 U.S.C. 791).
SEC. 3. APPLICATION.

This Act, and the amendments made by this
Act, shall apply to all claims pending on or after
the date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 4. SEVERABILITY.

If any provision of this Act, an amendment
made by this Act, or the application of such pro-
vision or amendment to any person or cir-
cumstance is held to be unconstitutional, the re-
mainder of this Act, the amendments made by
this Act, and the application of the provisions of
such to any person or circumstance shall not be
affected thereby.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, shall be debatable for 1
hour equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Education and
Labor or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTrT) and the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have b legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on H.R. 2062,
the Protecting Older Workers Against
Discrimination Act of 2021.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2062, the Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act, which I
reintroduced this year with our col-
league, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS).

For decades, the Federal Government
has recognized the need to protect
older workers against discrimination
on the basis of age. Unfortunately, in
2009, the Supreme Court severely erod-
ed protections for older workers in the
case of Gross v. FBL Financial Serv-
ices, Inc.

In its decision, the Court set a sig-
nificantly higher burden of proof for
workers alleging age discrimination.
Under this standard, workers must
prove that age discrimination was the
decisive cause of an employer’s action
rather than just one of the motivating
factors, as was the case before the
Gross decision.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a letter from the NAACP supporting
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the bill and discussing the Gross deci-
sion.

NAACP,
Washington, DC, June 19, 2021.
Re NAACP Support for H.R. 2062, the Pro-
tecting Older Workers Against Discrimi-
nation Act of 2021 (POWADA) Urges a
‘““Yea’ Vote on Final Passage.

Hon. ROBERT (BOBBY) SCOTT,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SCOTT: On behalf of
the National Association for the Advance-
ment of Colored People (NAACP), our na-
tion’s oldest, largest and most widely recog-
nized grassroots based civil rights organiza-
tion, I thank you for your leadership and
work for the passage of H.R. 2062, the Pro-
tecting Older Workers Against Discrimina-
tion Act of 2021 (POWADA). This bill is a
crucial component of the NAACP’s vision for
ensuring a society in which all individuals
have equal rights and equal protection under
the law as a key measure to ensure that ille-
gal workplace discrimination is ended for
all. To that end, we are convinced that
POWADA takes a critical steps forward to
ensure older workers, especially those who
are persons of color and women, are pro-
tected from age discrimination in the work-
place.

The Supreme Court’s 2009 decision Gross v.
FBL Financial Services, Inc., significantly re-
duced the ability for employees to challenge
an employer’s age discriminatory employ-
ment practices in court. The decision forces
employees to prove that age is a ‘but-for’
cause of an age discrimination employment
action. Worse, some circuit courts extended
the Gross but-for standard into other civil
rights statutes as well. The NAACP urges
full Congressional support for, and passage of
POWADA, a bill that restores the ability of
plaintiffs to challenge age and other forms of
discrimination in court by returning the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act, the
Americans with Disabilities Act, the Reha-
bilitation Act of 1973 and the retaliation pro-
visions of Title VII to the mixed-motive
standard of proof used under Title VII of the
Civil Rights Act for decades.

The importance of countering age dis-
crimination cannot be understated, espe-
cially since age discrimination often inter-
sects with other forms of discrimination
based on race and gender. The evidence for
this is clear: Nearly two-thirds of women and
more than three-fourths of African American
workers age 45 and older say they’ve seen or
experienced age discrimination in the work-
place. Over 9 percent of African Americans
felt pressured into early retirement because
of their age, compared to 6.7 percent for
other races. During the COVID-19 pandemic,
the decline in employment for older African
American, Hispanic, and Asian worker was
twice that of older white workers. The abil-
ity for workers to confront age discrimina-
tion is an integral part of confronting dis-
crimination generally in our Country.

For the preceding reasons, the NAACP
strongly urges Congress to pass POWADA
(H.R. 2062) and protect our nation’s older
workers as soon as possible.

Thank you again for your leadership and
attention to this crucial issue of civil rights
and equal protection under law. If you have
any questions or other concerns with the
NAACP’s position on this matter, please do
not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,
HILARY O. SHELTON,
Director, NAACP
Washington Bureau
& Senior Vice Presi-
dent for Policy and
Advocacy.
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Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
making cases more difficult to prove
contradicts our responsibility to sup-
port older workers who have been vul-
nerable to workplace discrimination.
In fact, more than half of older workers
are pushed out of longtime jobs before
they choose to retire.

Age discrimination also holds back
our economy. Research by AARP and
the Economist Intelligence Unit found
that, absent age discrimination, older
workers would have contributed $850
billion more in 2018 to the gross domes-
tic product. Clearly, our labor market
and economy cannot fully recover from
the pandemic if we fail to support our
older workers.

The Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act is a bipar-
tisan initiative that would restore the
pre-2009 evidentiary standard for age
discrimination claims. This would ef-
fectively realign the burden of proof
for age discrimination claims so it
would again be the same standard that
is required for proving discrimination
based on sex, race, religion, and na-
tional origin.

This legislation also reinstates this
standard for disability discrimination
claims under the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act and the Rehabilitation
Act, as well as claims for retaliation
for rights protected under the Civil
Rights Act of 1964. These statutes have
all been implicated by the Gross deci-
sion.

Last Congress, 261 bipartisan House
Members voted in favor of passing the
Protecting Older Workers Against Dis-
crimination Act. This Congress, I hope
we can come together again and take
this next step to ensure that older
workers can achieve justice.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a Statement of Administration Policy
in support of H.R. 2062.

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY
H.R.  2062—PROTECTING OLDER  WORKERS

AGAINST DISCRIMINATION ACT—REP. SCOTT,

D-VA, AND 112 COSPONSORS

The Administration supports House pas-
sage of the Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act (POWADA). The
bipartisan legislation would restore legal
protections for older Americans and hold em-
ployers accountable for age discrimination.

The bill amends the Age Discrimination in
Employment Act (ADEA), Title VII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA), and the Rehabilita-
tion Act of 1973, to replace the ‘‘but-for’ test
established in Gross v. FBL Financial Serv-
ices, Inc. with the ‘“‘motivating factor’ test.
The bill thereby aligns the burden of proof
for age discrimination with similar stand-
ards for proving discrimination based on race
and national origin. In addition, the bill al-
lows individuals claiming discrimination to
rely on any type or form of admissible evi-
dence to prove an unlawful practice oc-
curred.

Workplace discrimination prevents people
from fully accessing the American dream
and limits the contributions that they can
make to our shared prosperity. Ending it is
a priority for the Administration. The Presi-
dent supports this bipartisan legislation that
protects workers from age discrimination.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I reserve the balance of my time.
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to H.R. 2062, the Protecting Older
Workers Against Discrimination Act.

Every worker—every worker—includ-
ing older Americans should have the
law on their side to protect them from
workplace discrimination. The good
news is that existing Federal statutes
already prohibit workplace discrimina-
tion.

Despite what Democrats might have
you believe, Mr. Speaker, there are a
number of laws protecting Americans
of all ages against discrimination in
the workplace. The Civil Rights Act of
1964, CRA; the Age Discrimination in
Employment Act of 1967, ADEA; the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Rehab Act;
and the Americans with Disabilities
Act of 1990, ADA, make employment
discrimination based on an individual’s
race, color, religion, sex, national ori-
gin, age, or disability unlawful.

My Republican colleagues and I ap-
preciate the stated purpose behind H.R.
2062. Age discrimination is wrong, but
the bill before us today is fundamen-
tally flawed and a classic example of a
solution in search of a problem.

Age discrimination in the workplace
is already illegal. Mr. Speaker, I am
going to say that over and over and
over today. Age discrimination in the
workplace is already illegal.

There is no evidence indicating this
bill is necessary. The committee’s cur-
sory examination of the bill earlier
this year failed to uncover any sugges-
tion that workers have been discour-
aged from filing discrimination or re-
taliation charges with the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission,
EEOC, the primary agency that en-
forces Federal laws that make it illegal
to discriminate.

Over the last couple of decades, rates
of age discrimination charges, a signed
statement asserting employment dis-
crimination, filed with the EEOC have
remained steady. Additionally, the
available data from the Bureau of
Labor Statistics show unemployment
trends for older workers are heading in
a positive direction.

In 2018, older Americans earned 7 per-
cent more than the median for all
workers, a large increase from 20 years
ago. For workers age 65 and older, em-
ployment tripled from 1988 to 2018,
while employment among younger
workers grew by about one-third. Like-
wise, over the past 20 years, the num-
ber of older workers on full-time work
schedules grew 2% times faster than
the number working part-time.

The legislation we are debating today
is another sweeping one-size-fits-all
scheme. This ill-advised bill rewards
Democrats’ favored political friends,
disregards real-world workplace experi-
ence, and rejects decades of Supreme
Court precedent.

Our Nation’s uncertain economic
times demand pro-growth and pro-
worker policies, but House Democrats
would rather consider misguided pro-
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posals such as H.R. 2062. The Pro-
tecting Older Workers Against Dis-
crimination Act stifles job creation
and harms small businesses and aging
workers at a time when our lan-
guishing post-pandemic economy most
needs their contributions.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation enriches
trial lawyers, not plaintiffs. H.R. 2062
overturns Supreme Court precedent by
allowing the plaintiffs to argue that
age was only a motivating, not deci-
sive, factor that led to an employer’s
unfavorable employment action. It al-
lows these Kkinds of mixed-motive
claims across four completely different
nondiscrimination laws.

H.R. 2062 also allows mixed-motive
claims where the plaintiff alleges the
employer has taken action against a
plaintiff because of a prior complaint
of discrimination. Allowing mixed-mo-
tive claims in cases alleging retalia-
tion puts employers in the impossible
position of trying to prove that a le-
gitimate employment decision was not
in response to a prior complaint.

The only party that will be paid in
nearly all mixed-motive cases is the
plaintiff’s attorneys. We know this will
happen because, under the legislation,
employers will be able to demonstrate
that they would have taken the same
action in the absence of the impermis-
sible motivating factors.

Simply put, Mr. Speaker, older
Americans, the very people this legis-
lation is purported to help, will in the
vast majority of cases receive no mone-
tary damages or other redress under
H.R. 2062.

H.R. 2062 also increases frivolous
legal claims against business owners.
Job creators will spend valuable time
and resources battling these
undeserving claims, as the Supreme
Court pointed out in the 2013 Nassar
case. These same resources could be
better used to prevent workplace har-
assment and discrimination.

When H.R. 2062 was considered by the
Education and Labor Committee, Re-
publicans offered amendments to ad-
dress fundamental flaws in H.R. 2062.

We offered an amendment to strike
the ill-advised and unworkable provi-
sions allowing for mixed-motive retal-
iation claims.

We proposed collecting data and evi-
dence to understand how age discrimi-
nation and retaliation charges and law-
suits have changed because of Supreme
Court rulings.

We attempted to make sure the pub-
lic understands that even successful
plaintiffs under the bill will likely not
receive any monetary damages while
their lawyers will be paid.

We proposed a noncontroversial clar-
ification to maintain protections for
workers with disabilities.

And we tried to clarify the evi-
dentiary standard for proving a claim
under the bill.

O 1500
Unfortunately, our commonsense
amendments were defeated by Demo-
crats along party lines.
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Mr. Speaker, all workers should be
protected from workplace discrimina-
tion, and they already are under cur-
rent law.

H.R. 2062 is a distraction from the
real problems plaguing our Nation, like
the crisis at the border, over 9 million
jobs begging for qualified workers,
unaffordable college costs, and run-
away economic inflation.

I encourage my colleagues to vote
“no” on H.R. 2062, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY), the co-
chair of the House Democratic Caucus
Task Force on Aging.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my leader here who has done
such a great job to protect workers.

We are here today to fix a terrible
2009 Supreme Court decision that
weakened protections against age dis-
crimination under the Age Discrimina-
tion in Employment Act.

A 2020 AARP survey found that three
in five workers age 45—yes, age 45 and
older—had seen or experienced age dis-
crimination in the workplace. So, there
is absolutely evidence that this exists.
It is real, and we need to do something
to fix it.

Meanwhile, Americans are working
more and longer than they ever have.
Workers deserve strong workplace pro-
tections throughout their entire ca-
reers, full stop.

I am absolutely proudly and enthu-
siastically looking forward to voting
“‘yes” on H.R. 2062, the Protecting
Older Workers Against Discrimination
Act, to ensure that older workers can
hold employers accountable for age dis-
crimination.

When asking workers, ‘“‘Have you
ever experienced any kind of discrimi-
nation based on age?’’ and when the an-
swer is three out of five say yes, begin-
ning at age 45, I trust that this is true.
This was in a survey that was done by
the AARP, which has millions of mem-
bers, that told us that. So, the current
laws that were cited across the aisle
are not doing the job that needs to be
done right now to protect our older
workers.

Let’s pass this bill today.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Dr. FOXX for her leadership.

Every small business has its own
unique characteristics and challenges,
and that is a good thing. Having diver-
sity of business structures and oper-
ations is what makes America produc-
tive and competitive. The Federal Gov-
ernment should move with caution
when they pass legislation which puts
every detail and decision of American
businesses under overbearing rules and
regulations.

There are already laws in effect
which prevent employers from dis-
criminating against older Americans.
As it should be, age discrimination in
the workplace is illegal.
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I oppose H.R. 2062 because there has
not been thoughtful deliberation with
the real Americans involved. The pro-
ponents of this bill have not provided
the Members of this body with data
and evidence which shows that the reg-
ulatory changes in this bill are needed
or even wanted.

The legislation before us today rep-
resents big wins for the Democrats’
special interests—namely, trial law-
yers, not working-class America.

Our land is the land of opportunity
because everyone from all ages and
walks of life has the chance to partici-
pate and prosper, and thankfully, they
are protected by law against discrimi-
nation. Rather than successfully ad-
dressing real-world problems, this bill
will only enrich Democrats’ political
allies.

I strongly urge a ‘‘no’” vote on this
bill.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2% minutes to the gentlewoman
from Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI), chair of
the Subcommittee on Civil Rights and
Human Services.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman ScoTT for yielding and for
his leadership on this important legis-
lation. I rise in strong support of the
bipartisan Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act.

My home State of Oregon has one of
the most rapidly aging populations in
the country, and I have heard from
many workers, particularly those in
the technology industry, who believe
they have been dismissed or denied em-
ployment because of their age. In fact,
6 in 10 older workers say they have ex-
perienced age discrimination, and 90
percent say that it is common.

My office has helped older workers
who have filed age discrimination com-
plaints before the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission, but the bur-
den of proof is very high and often re-
sults in uncertain outcomes.

Congress recognized the need to pro-
tect older workers from pervasive age
discrimination when it enacted the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act of
1967. But decades later, in 2009, the Su-
preme Court, in Gross v. FBL Financial
Services, imposed a much higher bur-
den of proof for workers to prove age
discrimination under the ADEA. Be-
cause of the Court’s holding in Gross,
workers now must prove that age dis-
crimination was the decisive cause for
their employer’s adverse action rather
than just a motivating factor in their
employer’s adverse action.

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, I
joined Chairman ScoTT in reintro-
ducing the bipartisan Protecting Older
Workers Against Discrimination Act.
This needed bill is a commonsense leg-
islative fix that will simply restore the
pre-2009 standard in age discrimination
claims and, importantly, align the bur-
den of proof with the same standards
for proving discrimination in other
areas, such as those based on sex, race,
religion, and national origin.

As we discussed during the joint Civil
Rights and Human Services Sub-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

committee and Workforce Protections
Subcommittee hearing earlier this
year, Americans are living longer and
working longer. We must make sure
they are protected from age discrimi-
nation.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a letter from the Leadership Council of
Aging Organizations in support of the
Protecting Older Workers Against Dis-
crimination Act.

LEADERSHIP COUNCIL OF
AGING ORGANIZATIONS,
May 13, 2021.

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: The Leader-
ship Council of Aging Organizations (LCAO)
is a coalition of 69 national nonprofit organi-
zations concerned with the well-being of
America’s older population and committed
to representing their interests in the policy-
making arena. We are writing to urge you to
vote for passage of the Protecting Older
Workers Against Discrimination Act
(POWADA, H.R. 2062, S. 880). POWADA is bi-
partisan and bicameral legislation intro-
duced in the House by Representatives
Bobby Scott (D-VA) and Rodney Davis (R—-
IL). In the Senate, the bill is sponsored by
Senators Bob Casey (D-PA), Chuck Grassley
(R-TIA), Patrick Leahy (D-VT) and Susan
Collins (R-ME).

Age discrimination is pervasive and stub-
bornly entrenched. It often starts in the hir-
ing process when employers circumvent anti-
age discrimination laws by using such tac-
tics as setting a maximum number of years
of experience that a prospective employer
will consider. Whether it starts at the hiring
process or not, six in 10 older workers say
they have experienced age discrimination
and 90 percent of them say it is common. It
is even more pervasive among older women
and African American workers—nearly two
thirds of women and three-fourths of African
Americans say they have seen or experienced
workplace discrimination. The COVID-19
pandemic has wreaked havoc on employment
for everyone, with older workers taking a
harder hit. Older workers experienced a 1.1
percent higher unemployment rate from
April through September of 2020 than their
mid-career counterparts (9.7 percent were
unemployed versus 8.6 percent). The rates
were worse for older workers who were
black, female, or who did not have a college
degree.

Courts have not taken age discrimination
as seriously as other forms of discrimination
and older workers have fewer protections as
a result. Over ten years ago, the Supreme
Court decision in Gross v. FBL Financial
Services Inc. (2009), set a higher standard of
proof for age discrimination than previously
applied, and much higher than for other
forms of discrimination. Since Gross, court
decisions have continued to chip away at
protections. As a result plaintiffs now must
prove that age was a determinative cause for
their employers adverse treatment of them.
Before the Gross cases it was enough for
plaintiffs to prove that age was one of the
motivating factors.

POWADA would restore the standard of
proof in age discrimination cases to the pre-
2009 level and treat age discrimination as un-
just as other forms of employment discrimi-
nation. Moreover, because courts have ap-
plied Gross’ higher burden of proof to retal-
iation charges and to disability discrimina-
tion, POWADA would also amend the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act, Title
VIT’s provision on retaliation, the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act, and the Rehabili-
tation Act of 1973.

Please vote to restore fairness for older
workers by passing the Protecting Older
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Workers Against Discrimination Act (H.R.
2062, S. 880).
Sincerely,

AARP, AFL-CIO, Alliance for Retired
Americans, AMDA—The Society for
Post-Acute and Long-Term Care Medi-
cine, American Postal Workers Union
Retirees Department, American Soci-
ety on Aging, Association for Geron-
tology and Human Development in His-
torically Black Colleges and Univer-
sities, Association of Jewish Aging
Services, Asociacion Nacional Pro
Personas Mayores, Caring Across Gen-
erations, Center for Eldercare Improve-
ment, Altarum, The Gerontological So-
ciety of America, Justice in Aging,
LeadingAge, Medicare Rights Center,
National Active and Retired Federal
Employees Association, National Adult
Day Services Association, National Al-
liance for Caregiving, National Asso-
ciation of Area Agencies on Aging, Na-
tional Association of Nutrition and
Aging Services Programs, National As-
sociation of Social Workers, National
Caucus and Center on Black Aging, Na-
tional Committee to Preserve Social
Security and Medicare, National Coun-
cil on Aging, National Indian Council
on Aging, National Senior Corps Asso-
ciation, Pension Rights Center, Social
Security Works, Women’s Institute for
a Secure Retirement.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I urge
all of my colleagues to stand up for
older workers and to support this bi-
partisan, bicameral bill.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, our colleagues on the
other side say that workers feel they
have been discriminated against. Well,
we all have feelings and perceptions
that are not accurate. I think my col-
league from Illinois pointed out that
the data simply does not support the
feelings of many people, and I think we
understand that in day-to-day life.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle also contend that the 2009 Su-
preme Court decision in Gross v. FBL
Financial Services has weakened age
discrimination protections. They also
contend this decision has deterred
workers from seeking relief from age
bias. But let’s look at the data; let’s
not go on feelings.

In the 11 years preceding the 2009 Su-
preme Court decision in Gross, the
Equal Employment Opportunity Com-
mission, EEOC, the primary agency
that enforces Federal laws that make
it illegal to discriminate, received an
average of 18,548 charges of discrimina-
tion per year related to age discrimina-
tion. An EEOC charge is a signed state-
ment asserting employment discrimi-
nation. Now, in the 11 years following
Gross, the EEOC received an average of
19,783 charges per year relating to age
discrimination, a slight increase from
the previous 11 years.

So, it is obvious from EEOC data
that there is clearly no evidence work-
ers have been discouraged from filing
age discrimination charges with the
agency since the 2009 Supreme Court
decision. And we had a Democrat ad-
ministration during that time and 1
year of a Republican administration.

We also find that age discrimination
charges as a percentage of all charges
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filed with EEOC are approximately the
same for the 11 years before and after
the Gross decision, 22.4 percent and 22.5
percent, respectively. Again, this does
not indicate workers are somehow dis-
couraged from filing age discrimina-
tion charges.

Congress should make fact-based de-
cisions, Mr. Speaker, and in this case,
the facts do not support feelings or the
assertions made by the proponents of
H.R. 2062.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN).

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Today, I rise in strong support of
H.R. 2062, the Protecting Older Work-
ers Against Discrimination Act.

Fifty-four years ago, Congress passed
the Age Discrimination in Employment
Act. This law prohibits workplace dis-
crimination against Americans over
the age of 40, yet too many older Amer-
icans still face discrimination in the

workplace.

In 2018, the U.S. Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission acknowl-
edged that ‘‘age discrimination re-

mains a significant and costly problem
for workers, their families, and our
economy.’”” This is corroborated by a
2019 AARP survey which found that
roughly 60 percent of older workers
have witnessed or experienced age dis-
crimination.

Making matters worse, a misguided
Supreme Court ruling in 2009 set a
precedent which now requires a plain-
tiff in an age discrimination suit to
prove that his or her age was the only
motivating factor in an employer’s ad-
verse actions. This is, quite frankly,
unacceptable.

Older Americans bring unrivaled ex-
perience and wisdom to their jobs. It is
up to us to restore the workplace pro-
tections to what Congress intended.

I would also like to note that age dis-
crimination affects many workers with
disabilities. This is an added challenge
for the disability community, which
faces several other barriers to competi-
tive, integrated employment.

Even more disheartening is that
some courts have applied the same
misguided 2009 Supreme Court standard
of claims to disability-based employ-
ment discrimination. In doing so, these
lower courts are undermining the key
promise of the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act and throwing the congres-
sional intent to the wind.

H.R. 2062 will correct that record. In
fact, the Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act will re-
store vital employment protections to
millions of older American workers
and workers with disabilities.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to join me today
in supporting its final passage. It is the
right thing to do.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. ALLEN).
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Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, when con-
sidering any legislation, Congress first
should determine whether the legisla-
tion is needed and, next, whether the
bill under consideration will provide a
workable, feasible, and effective re-
sponse to the issue at hand.

Proponents of H.R. 2062 claim that
the Supreme Court’s decision in Gross,
2009, and Nassar, 2013, have harmed
workers who faced age discrimination
or unlawful retaliation. Publicly avail-
able data does not show that the Su-
preme Court decisions in Gross or
Nassar have discouraged individuals
from filing Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission charges of discrimi-
nation, which is a signed statement as-
serting employment discrimination.
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Unfortunately, the one sub-
committee-level hearing earlier this
yvear in the Committee on Education
and Labor on H.R. 2062 also covered
several other unrelated bills.

At the very least, this far-reaching
legislation deserves more than a cur-
sory examination.

Furthermore, a Democrat-invited
witness who testified at the hearing in
favor of H.R. 2062 acknowledged that
“it is difficult to quantify the impact
that the Gross decision has had on the
number of older workers who bring
cases and the number of those who win
them.”

The reality is that a review of EEOC
data shows that the rate of EEOC age
discrimination charges as a percentage
of all charges filed is approximately
the same for the 11 years before and
after the Gross decision.

In fact, there has been an uptick in
title VII retaliation charges as a per-
centage of all charges filed in the 7
yvears following the Nassar decision,
which does not indicate individuals
have been discouraged from filing these
charges.

Court decisions show that plaintiffs
have continued to win age discrimina-
tion and title VII retaliation cases in
the wake of the Supreme Court’s deci-
sions in Gross and Nassar.

Like other Democrat-sponsored legis-
lation in the 117th Congress, H.R. 2062
has been rushed through the com-
mittee without necessary examination,
discussion, or consideration.

We should go back to the drawing
board on this bill, because H.R. 2062
begs for reliable data and evidence,
thoughtful deliberation, and genuine
consideration.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. CARTER).

Mr. CARTER of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to thank Chair-
man SCOTT for the time that he has put
in on this incredible piece of legisla-
tion, and thank Representative DAVIS
for the work done to put together this
important work.

As my colleagues today have said,
this is a bipartisan, commonsense bill.
It is exactly the type of work and
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things that Congress should be doing.
This is our system at work.

The facts are very simple: Right now,
because of a court decision, the stand-
ards for age discrimination are higher
than that of any other type of discrimi-
nation. This bill fixes that and returns
the country to what it was intended to
be; that all forms of discrimination are
illegal and must be stopped; that no
form of discrimination is less wrong
than another form of discrimination.

This is the right thing to do and this
is the right time to do it. That higher
standard has made it harder to prove
cases and leaves older workers exposed
to discrimination.

Age discrimination is wrong, plain
and simple. It is also costly. According
to a study by AARP, we lose out on
$850 million of GDP each year because
of it.

The cost is not just in abstract dol-
lars. It comes from Americans who
were skipped over for promotions they
deserved. It comes from constituents
who want to switch jobs but don’t get
a call back. It comes from your neigh-
bor who lost their job and can still
work but can’t get anyone to even look
at their resume.

The standard for proving age dis-
crimination must be fair, it must be
level, and it must be treated as other
forms of discrimination.

Americans of all ages deserve the
chance to work and to provide for their
families, and the law should recognize
their ability to work.

There is no place for ageism in the
workforce, and this must stop.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman from Louisiana.

Mr. CARTER of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I include in the RECORD a let-
ter of support from The Leadership
Conference on Civil and Human Rights
dated June 22, 2021, asking for a yes
vote on the Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act, H.R. 2062.

THE LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE
ON CIVIL AND HUMAN RIGHTS,
Washington, DC, June 22, 2021.
VOTE YES ON THE PROTECTING OLDER WORK-

ERS AGAINST DISCRIMINATION ACT

(POWADA), H.R. 2062

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of The
Leadership Conference on Civil and Human
Rights, a coalition charged by its diverse
membership of more than 220 national orga-
nizations to promote and protect the civil
and human rights of all persons in the
United States, we urge you to vote yes on
H.R. 2062, the Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act (POWADA),
without amendments that would limit the
bill’s scope or undermine its protections.
POWADA is a priority of The Leadership
Conference, and we will include your vote in
our voting record for the 117th Congress.

Despite longstanding federal prohibitions
against workplace discrimination based on
age, pervasive age discrimination in the
United States continues to harm older work-
ers—denying working people dignity on the
job and threatening their economic security.
In 2020, 78 percent of older workers reported

The
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having seen or experienced age discrimina-
tion in the workplace, with Hispanic workers
perceiving slightly more age discrimination
at 82 percent. These numbers reflect an in-
crease in age discrimination during the
COVID-19 pandemic for all workers, across
race and gender. Previous research on age
discrimination before the pandemic reflects
that women workers and workers of color,
especially Black workers, have been more
likely to experience age discrimination, and
unemployment rates suggest that workers of
color may continue to be more vulnerable.
For example, although the unemployment
rate in May 2021 for White workers ages 45—
59 was 4.2 percent, for Black workers, the
rate was 10.6 percent.

The ability to enjoy employment opportu-
nities, free from unlawful discrimination, is
key to promoting economic security for
marginalized and multi-marginalized com-
munities. Systemic racism and decades of
structural inequality in almost every area of
life, including education, health care, hous-
ing, and employment, have resulted in eco-
nomic disparties that have severely threat-
ened the lives and well-being of far too many
people in the United States. Women, for ex-
ample, are nearly two-thirds of all individ-
uals aged 65 and over living in poverty, with
women of color struggling at increased rates.
LGBTQ older adults are also at increased
risk of poverty compared to non-LGBTQ
older adults, and people with disabilities are
twice as likely to live in poverty than people
without disabilities. Congress must ensure
that our federal laws are able to protect all
persons in the United States from unlawful
discrimination. A key step toward that goal
is to ensure that unlawful discrimination
plays no role in employment practices,

POWADA is critically needed legislation
that would restore fairness by reinstating
well-established legal protections against
workplace discrimination that were under-
mined by the 2009 Supreme Court decision in
Gross v. FBL Financial Services, Inc, which
imposed a higher burden of proof on working
people in age discrimination cases. After
Gross, working people must prove not only
that age discrimination influenced an em-
ployer’s conduct but that age played a deci-
sive role in the employer’s conduct. The bur-
den of proof for age discrimination is now
higher than the standard of proof for allega-
tions of discrimination based on sex, race,
religion, or national origin, sending the sig-
nal that some amount of age discrimination
in the workplace is acceptable. Just as trou-
bling, though, is that the Gross decision
paved the way for the same unreasonably dif-
ficult burden of proof in cases in which an
employer retaliates against workers who
challenge workplace discrimination based on
race, sex, or other grounds. POWADA is nec-
essary to return the law to what it was be-
fore the Gross decision.

Simply put, no amount of unlawful dis-
crimination in the workplace is acceptable.
We therefore urge you to vote yes on H.R.
2062, the Protecting Older Workers Against
Discrimination Act. If you have any ques-
tions or would like to discuss this matter
further, please contact Gaylynn Burroughs,
senior policy counsel.

Sincerely,
WADE HENDERSON,
Interim President &

CEO.
JESSELYN McCURDY,
Managing Director

and Interim Execu-
tive Vice President
for Government Af-
fairs.
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, Democrats claim H.R.
2062 merely conforms age discrimina-
tion and retaliation claims with cur-
rent law regarding mixed-motive dis-
crimination claims under title VII of
the Civil Rights Act.

However, Congress specifically draft-
ed the Age Discrimination in Employ-
ment Act, ADEA, to be different from
title VII, because age is uniquely dif-
ferent from the characteristics on
which title VII prohibits discrimina-
tion, namely, race, color, religion, sex,
or national origin.

The ADEA states that it is lawful for
an employer to take an employment
action otherwise prohibited by the
statute if the differential treatment is
‘“‘based on reasonable factors other
than age.”’

Notably, this provision is not found
in title VII.

The Supreme Court has also ex-
plained in several cases why age dis-
crimination differs from other forms of
discrimination.

For example, the Supreme Court, in
Meacham v. Knolls Atomic Power Lab-
oratory, in 2008, wrote that, ‘‘Congress
took account of the distinctive nature
of age discrimination and the need to
preserve a fair degree of leeway for em-
ployment decisions with effects that
correlate with age.”

In addition, the Supreme Court, in
the 2013 Nassar case, explained why a
mixed-motive standard is ill-suited for
retaliation claims.

The Supreme Court observed that
with regard to mixed-motive standards
in retaliation cases, ‘‘lessening the
causation standard could contribute to
the filing of frivolous claims, which
would siphon resources from efforts by
employers, administrative agencies,
and courts to combat workplace har-
assment.”

Allowing mixed-motive claims in age
and retaliation cases, which H.R. 2062
does, will lead to more frivolous legis-
lation.

We should heed congressional and Su-
preme Court precedents and vote down
H.R. 2062.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I include in the RECORD a letter from
the AARP, which says, in part, ‘“‘Older
workers are valuable assets to their
employers and the economy. Despite
that, 78 percent of older workers re-
ported having seen or experienced age
discrimination in the workplace in
2020, up markedly from 61 percent in
2018. More than half of older workers
are forced out of a job before they in-
tend to retire. Nine out of 10 of those
who do find work never again match
their prior earnings. Making matters
worse, the COVID-19 pandemic has sig-
nificantly diminished job prospects and
future retirement security of older
workers. In April, over half of job seek-
ers ages 55 and older continued to be
long-term unemployed, 53.3 percent,
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compared to 42.3 percent of job seekers
ages 16 to 54. The labor force participa-
tion rates for older women workers,
along with their earning power and fu-
ture retirement security, have been
particularly hard-hit by COVID.” All of
that is in the letter.

AARP,
June 14, 2021.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of our
nearly 38 million members and all older
Americans nationwide, AARP urges you to
vote in support of H.R. 2062, the Protecting
Older Workers Against Discrimination Act
(POWADA), important bipartisan legislation
sponsored by Chairman ScoTT and Rep. ROD-
NEY DAvVIs (R-IL) to restore protections
against age discrimination.

Older workers are valuable assets to their
employers and the economy. Despite that, 78
percent of older workers reported having
seen or experienced age discrimination in
the workplace in 2020, up markedly from 61
percent in 2018. More than half of older work-
ers are forced out of a job before they intend
to retire. Nine out of 10 of those who do find
work never again match their prior earnings.
Making matters worse, the COVID-19 pan-
demic has significantly diminished the job
prospects and future retirement security of
older workers. In April, over half of job seek-
ers ages b5 and older continued to be long-
term unemployed (53.3 percent) compared
with 42.3 percent of job seekers ages 16 to 54.
The labor force participation rates for older
women workers, along with their earning
power and future retirement security, have
been particularly hard-hit by COVID.

POWADA is a bipartisan, commonsense
bill that would restore fairness for older
workers. The bill reinstates well-established
legal standards on workplace discrimination
that were undermined by the 2009 Supreme
Court decision in Gross v. FBL Financial
Services, Inc. and subsequent discrimination
cases. POWADA would help level the playing
field for older workers and restore their legal
rights. Older Americans have waited for over
a decade for this legislation to be enacted.

AARP strongly supports POWADA and
urges you to enact it as soon as possible. If
you have any questions, please feel free to
contact me, or have your staff contact
Michele Varnhagen on our Government Af-
fairs staff.

Sincerely,
BILL SWEENEY,
SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT,
Government Affairs.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to repeat:
Republicans hate discrimination in any
form. We particularly do not want any
kind of discrimination in the work-
place, and we do not want discrimina-
tion against older workers.

We know that older workers were ex-
celling in the pre-pandemic economy.
According to the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics, BLS, employment for workers
age 65 and older tripled from 1988 to
2018, while employment for younger
workers grew by only a third.

The number of employed people age
75 and older nearly quadrupled from
461,000 in 1988 to 1.8 million in 2018.

As the country continues to recover
from the COVID-19 pandemic, BLS re-
cently reported that job openings
reached a record high of 9.3 million in
April 2021, while hiring lags far behind.



H3058

Employers are desperate to fill good-
paying jobs, but qualified workers are
hard to find because of Democrat-en-
acted policies.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle continue to paint a bleak pic-
ture of job opportunities for older
Americans, when, in fact, employment
trends for older workers have been
positive in recent decades and will con-
tinue to improve as the country fully
reopens following the pandemic.

According to BLS, in 1998, the me-
dian weekly earnings of older, full-time
employees was 77 percent of the median
for workers 16 and up. In 2018, older
workers earned 7 percent more than
the median for all workers.

The labor force participation rate for
older Americans has been rising stead-
ily since the late 1990s. Participation
rates for younger age groups either de-
clined or flattened over this period.

Over the past 20 years, the number of
older workers on full-time work sched-
ules grew 2% times faster than the
number working part time.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. GARCIA).

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to strongly support your bill
to protect older Americans against dis-
crimination.

It is unfortunate, Mr. Speaker, but
age discrimination and ageism are still
very common in many American work-
places.

During the worst of this pandemic,
older workers and women experienced
many of the demotions and layoffs that
we have heard about so much.

Protections against age discrimina-
tion are more important than ever as
we seek to ensure that employers do
not use someone’s age as a motivating
factor to deny them a promotion, to
demote them, or to even fire them.

When age discrimination occurs,
many people do not report it. But when
they do, under current law, it is incred-
ibly difficult to prove that age was the
motivating factor.

Therefore, Congress must ensure that
we do not place burdensome require-
ments of proof of age discrimination on
those who actually bring age discrimi-
nation claims to the forefront.

That is why this bill is so very, very
important, and I thank the chairman
for his tireless efforts on this cause.

While this is an excellent bill, there
is one provision I wish we had included
that currently is not. In the fight
against age discrimination, we need to
clearly protect folks at the very first
opportunity, the hiring process.

That is why I introduced a bill last
week, the Protect Older Job Applicants
Act. It simply clarifies that the provi-
sions under the Age Discrimination in
Employment Act also apply to job ap-
plicants. Most people already assume
this is the case. However, it is not.

After two recent Federal court cases
about age discrimination, there has
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been confusion about the applicability
of protections to applicants or employ-
ees only.

My bill seeks to provide clarity and
ultimately protect older Americans
from the very beginning, at the appli-
cation.

I know that this is a priority for the
chairman also, and I will continue to
work with him to make sure that we
continue the conversation on this
shared priority, because nobody should
be denied a job opportunity solely be-
cause of their age.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentlewoman from Texas.
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Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
also include in the RECORD a statement
of support for this bill from AARP.

AARP,
June 14, 2021.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of our
nearly 38 million members and all older
Americans nationwide, AARP urges you to
vote in support of H.R. 2062, the Protecting
Older Workers Against Discrimination Act
(POWADA), important bipartisan legislation
sponsored by Chairman ScoTT and Rep. ROD-
NEY DAVIS (R-IL) to restore protections
against age discrimination.

Older workers are valuable assets to their
employers and the economy. Despite that, 78
percent of older workers reported having
seen or experienced age discrimination in
the workplace in 2020, up markedly from 61
percent in 2018. More than half of older work-
ers are forced out of a job before they intend
to retire. Nine out of 10 of those who do find
work never again match their prior earnings.
Making matters worse, the COVID-19 pan-
demic has significantly diminished the job
prospects and future retirement security of
older workers. In April, over half of job seek-
ers ages b5 and older continued to be long-
term unemployed (53.3 percent) compared
with 42.3 percent of job seekers ages 16 to 54.
The labor force participation rates for older
women workers, along with their earning
power and future retirement security, have
been particularly hard-hit by COVID.

POWADA is a bipartisan, commonsense
bill that would restore fairness for older
workers. The bill reinstates well-established
legal standards on workplace discrimination
that were undermined by the 2009 Supreme
Court decision in Gross v. FBL Financial
Services, Inc. and subsequent discrimination
cases. POWADA would help level the playing
field for older workers and restore their legal
rights. Older Americans have waited for over
a decade for this legislation to be enacted.

AARP strongly supports POWADA and
urges you to enact it as soon as possible. If
you have any questions, please feel free to
contact me, or have your staff contact
Michele Varnhagen on our Government Af-
fairs staff.

Sincerely,
BILL SWEENEY,
Senior Vice President,
Government Affairs.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from North Carolina (Ms. ADAMS), the
chair of the Subcommittee on Work-
force Protections.
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Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his work on this bill.

Although House Democrats continue
to work for an end to the pandemic,
COVID-19 has changed the American
workforce. People from all walks of life
have suffered. Older Americans in the
workforce continue to feel the fallout
from the coronavirus.

The perception that older workers
are not as valuable as their younger
counterparts persists. The myth that
older workers are unproductive and
costly persists. The idea that older
Americans do not value their careers,
their job, or their work persists. Be-
cause of these challenges, older work-
ers are more likely to remain out of
the workforce when they lose a job.

Age discrimination is a real threat to
our workforce, but it doesn’t have to be
that way. That is why the Protecting
Older Workers Against Discrimination
Act is so very important. Older work-
ers need specific protections under the
law.

As we look ahead to a stronger econ-
omy and upcoming legislation, I urge
Members to remember the importance
of older workers to our economy, to
our workforce, and to our families.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a letter from the group Paralyzed Vet-
erans of America.

PARALYZED VETERANS OF AMERICA,
Washington, DC, May 24, 2021.
Hon. ROBERT SCOTT,
Chairman, Education and Labor Committee,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Paralyzed Veterans of
America (PVA) is pleased to support reintro-
duction of the Protecting Older Workers
against Discrimination Act (POWADA). PVA
is the nation’s only Congressionally-char-
tered veterans service organization solely
dedicated to representing veterans with spi-
nal cord injuries and/or disorders. POWADA
is important to our members as people with
disabilities because it will restore well-es-
tablished legal standards on workplace dis-
crimination that were undermined by a 2009
Supreme Court decision.

In 2009, in the case of Gross v. FBL Finan-
cial Services, the U.S. Supreme Court de-
cided to impose a much higher burden of
proof on workers who allege age discrimina-
tion than on those who allege discrimination
based on race, sex, national origin, or reli-
gion. By changing the legal standards in age
discrimination cases—from having to prove
that age played a role in the worker’s treat-
ment to having to show that age played the
decisive role in the worker’s treatment—the
Court set aside decades of legal precedent
and signaled to employers that some amount
of age discrimination is permissible. More-
over, the decision made it exponentially
more difficult for workers who have experi-
enced age discrimination to seek redress in
court and prove their case.

Many courts began applying the Gross de-
cision to weaken other civil rights laws, in-
cluding disability discrimination cases. In
2019, in the case of Natofsky v. City of N.Y.,
the Second Circuit joined the Fourth, Sixth,
and Seventh Circuits in ruling that dis-
ability discrimination under the ADA and
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 must be estab-
lished under the higher, ‘‘butfor’ standard.
Federal courts have consistently, but in our
view erroneously, applied Gross to claims
under the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA), ADA retaliation, and the Rehabilita-
tion Act of 1973. Some courts have ques-
tioned the applicability of Gross to disability
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claims without deciding the issue, but no
court has declined to apply Gross to the
ADA/Rehabilitation Act. Some courts have
even begun to apply Gross to disability dis-
crimination in public accommodations.

The unemployment rate for workers with
disabilities is almost double the rate for
workers without disabilities. For all the
workers affected by the Gross decision,
POWADA is a jobs bill.

By clarifying that discrimination may play
no role in employment decisions under the
ADA and certain other laws, this legislation
would simply restore the law prior to the
Gross decision.

PVA appreciates your continued pursuit of
this important legislation and urges Con-
gress to act swiftly on its passage.

Sincerely,
HEATHER ANSLEY, MSW, EsQ.,
Associate Executive Director.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume to
close.

Mr. Speaker, older Americans make
vital contributions in the workplace.
Committee Republicans are committed
to eliminating discrimination in the
workplace, rebuilding our sluggish
economy, and producing a competitive
workforce.

Unfortunately, H.R. 2062 is a destruc-
tive and misleading bill that does not
protect older workers, and it rewards
trial lawyers at the expense of sound
public policy. It is Democrats prom-
ising deliverance, but delivering dis-
appointment.

This sweeping one-size-fits-all ruse is
not the answer, unless Congress decides
it wants to benefit trial lawyers at the
expense of older American workers.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly encourage
my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no”” on H.R.
2062, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself the balance of my time
to close.

The Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act is a bipar-
tisan bill that has been introduced over
many Congresses with growing sup-
port. Over the last decade, Members
have debated this bill through multiple
legislative hearings, and bills in both
the House and the Senate have been in-
troduced and improved every Congress
since 2009.

Despite the bipartisan legacy of this
proposal, some of my colleagues have
raised disappointing opposition today.
But let’s be clear. This bill is not about
increasing the number of age discrimi-
nation claims. It is about giving vic-
tims of discrimination a fair shot at
getting relief. It is simply restoring
basic protections for older workers.

Yes, discrimination against older
workers is already illegal, but, regret-
tably, it is unnecessarily harder to
prove because of the 2009 decision. In
spite of the fact that it is more dif-
ficult, cases are still being brought.
But if the cases were as easy to bring
or the same difficulty to bring as other
cases, even more cases would have been
filed.

We know this is more difficult be-
cause in the original case of Gross v.
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FBL Financial Services, Jack Gross
successfully proved that his employer
had demoted older workers who refused
to accept a buyout, while giving their
jobs to younger workers. Yet it was
only after the Supreme Court changed
the rules and required Mr. Gross to
retry his case that he lost with the
higher standard, because, despite hav-
ing the same facts, the same parties,
and the same court, he lost his case.

The Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act is designed
to ensure that older workers like Mr.
Gross are not denied justice and fair
treatment that they deserve.

We have heard about attorneys’ fees.
We need to just remind everybody that
lawyers are only awarded attorneys’
fees when they win the case. So if you
want to reduce attorneys’ fees, the
businesses can stop discriminating.

I hope we can all agree that it is time
to stand up for older workers and treat
all workers facing discrimination,
whether it is on the basis of sex, race,
religion, national origin, or age, with
consistency and fairness.

I thank the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS) again for working
with me on this bipartisan priority.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes” on this bill, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in strong support of H.R. 2062, the
Protecting Older Workers Against Discrimina-
tion Act of 2021. | am pleased to be a cospon-
sor of this measure.

I’'m so pleased to see bipartisan support for
this bill. Providing older workers with the legal
tools they need to challenge unjust discrimina-
tion in the workplace should not be a partisan
issue.

According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics,
our workforce is working longer than they
have before. Those who are still working at or
above the retirement age may be forced to do
so because they have no other choice.

This vulnerable part of the American work-
force deserves to have the same promotions
and prospects as any other age group in a
truly fair labor force. Unfortunately, age-based
discrimination in the workplace can make it
difficult for older individuals.

And since a 2009 Supreme Court ruling,
employees who felt that they were wrongly
discriminated against based on age have had
to meet a much more burdensome standard to
get relief in court under federal law.

That ruling went against decades of legal
precedent and weakened protections for our
working class, burdening victims and shielding
those employers who in engage in discrimina-
tory actions from accountability.

That is why it is so important that we pass
H.R. 2062, and help older workers who have
suffered discrimination.

Those facing discrimination should not have
to jump through more hoops to ensure that
their rights are protected. As noted by the
Leadership Conference on Civil and Human
Rights, “The ability to enjoy employment op-
portunities, free from unlawful discrimination,
is key to promoting economic security for
marginalized and multi-marginalized commu-
nities.”

| urge my colleagues to vote in support of
this bill to protect our American workers and
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hold companies accountable for discriminatory
practices.

| thank the Chairman for his leadership on
this issue.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, as a
senior member of the Judiciary Committee
and the Democratic Task Force on Aging and
Families, and as cosponsor, | rise in strong
support of the bipartisan H.R. 2062, the “Pro-
tecting Older Americans Against Discrimina-
tion Act of 2021,” which restores the burden of
proof standard for workers alleging age dis-
crimination back to the pre-2009 standard—re-
turning the burden back to the same standard
used for alleged discrimination based on race,
sex, national origin, and religion.

This important bill is supported by numerous
key organizations, including AARP, Leadership
Council of Aging Organizations, National
Council on Aging, Justice in Aging, AAUW,
Consortium for Citizens with Disabilities
(CCD), American Association of People with
Disabilities (AAPD), Disability Rights Edu-
cation & Defense Fund (DREDF), National
Disability Institute, Easter Seals, National Part-
nership for Women & Families, National Wom-
en’s Law Center, National Education Associa-
tion, AFSCME, NETWORK Lobby for Catholic
Social Justice, and Paralyzed Veterans of
America.

Mr. Speaker, prior to 2009, older workers al-
leging age discrimination in the workplace
faced the same burden of proof as those who
allege discrimination based on race, sex, na-
tional origin, or religion.

This burden of proof is called the “mixed-
motive” standard, where the complaining party
need only prove that age (or whatever type of
discrimination is being alleged) was one of the
motivating factors behind the employer's ad-
verse action.

This situation changed dramatically in 2009,
when in a 5—4 decision in Gross v. FBL Finan-
cial Services Inc., 557 U.S. 157 (2009), the
Supreme Court erected a new and substantial
legal barrier in the path of older workers—im-
posing a much higher burden of proof on
workers alleging age discrimination.

This higher burden of proof requires the
older worker alleging age discrimination to
prove that age was the decisive and deter-
minative cause for the employer’s adverse ac-
tion rather than just a motivating factor in the
employer’s action.

Mr. Speaker, this Supreme Court decision
sent a terrible message to employers and the
courts that some types of discrimination are
not as wrong, or as unlawful, as other forms
of discimination.

H.R. 2062, the Protecting Older Americans
Against Discrimination Act of 2021, simply re-
turns the burden of proof for workers alleging
age discrimination back to where it was before
the odious decision in Gross v. FBL Financial
Services.

In addition, since the Gross decision in
2009, some courts have extended the Gross’s
unreasonably difficult burden of proof to two
other types of worker discrimination com-
plaints: retaliation cases, in which an employer
retaliates against a worker who challenges
workplace discrimination; and disability dis-
crimination cases.

As a result, in returning to the pre-Gross
burden of proof standard, H.R. 2062 ensures
that all victims of workplace discrimination
face the same burden of proof—the “mixed
motive” burden of proof that has historically
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been used in worker discrimination cases—by
amending not only the Age Discrimination in
Employment Act (ADEA), but also the anti-dis-
crimination provision of Title VII of the Civil
Rights Act, the Americans with Disabilities Act,
and the Rehabilitation Act.

Mr. Speaker, it should be noted that age
discrimination continues to be a significant
problem in the workplace.

Enforcement statistics from the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission (EEOC)
show complaints of age discrimination to be
climbing.

In 2000, the EEOC received roughly 16,000
charges of age discrimination; in 2017, the
EEOC received over 20,000 complaints—ac-
counting for 23 percent of all discrimination
charges filed.

A 2013 AARP study found that more than 6
in 10 workers ages 45 to 74 said they have
seen or experienced age discrimination in the
workplace .

In this 2013 AARP study, nearly 20 percent
of respondents said they were not hired for a
job because of their age and nearly 10 per-
cent said they were laid off or fired due to
their age.

Age discrimination is a key reason it takes
unemployed older workers nearly a full year,
on average, to find another job.

And when they do land a new job, it is often
for less money, which can have a crushing im-
pact on older workers’ long-term financial se-
curity and ability to live independently as they
age.

Older workers are a valuable asset to their
employers and the economy, yet more than
half of older workers are forced out of a job
before they intend to retire, and even if they
find work again, 9 in 10 never match their
prior earnings.

This is wrong; it is unfair and that is why |
strongly support H.R. 2062, the Protecting
Older Americans Against Discrimination Act of
2021, and urge all Members to join me in vot-
ing for its passage by a resounding and over-
whelming margin.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Each further amendment printed in
part B of House Report 117-71 not ear-
lier considered as part of amendments
en bloc pursuant to section 3 of House
Resolution 486, shall be considered only
in the order printed in the report, may
be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for the time
specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an
opponent, may be withdrawn by the
proponent at any time before the ques-
tion is put thereon, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for division of the ques-
tion.

It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor or his designee to
offer amendments en bloc consisting of
further amendments printed in part B
of House Report 117-71, not earlier dis-
posed of. Amendments en bloc shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable
for 20 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor or their respective
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designees, shall not be subject to
amendment, and shall not be subject to
a demand for division of the question.
AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR.
SCOTT OF VIRGINIA

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to section 3 of House Resolu-
tion 486, I rise to offer amendments en
bloc No. 1.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will designate the amendments
en bloc.

Amendments en bloc No. 1 consisting
of amendment Nos. 1 and 3, printed in
part B of House Report 117-71, offered
by Mr. ScoTT of Virginia:

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BROWN OF
MARYLAND
At the end, add the following:
SEC. 5. REPORTS.

The Chairman of Equal Employment Op-
portunity Commission shall submit to the
Committee on Education and Labor of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate a report at 1l-year intervals on
the number of age discrimination in employ-
ment claims brought under this Act with the
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
in the period for which such report is sub-
mitted.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. WILLIAMS

OF GEORGIA

At the end, add the following:
SEC. 5. REPORT.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Equal
Employment Opportunity Employment Com-
mission shall submit to the Congress, and
make available to the public, a report that
contains analysis of any disparities that cov-
ered individuals, as defined in subsection (b),
face in pursuing relief from discrimination
in employment under the mixed motive evi-
dentiary standard.

(b) COVERED INDIVIDUALS DEFINED.—The
term ‘‘covered individuals’” means individ-
uals who face discrimination in employment
based on characteristics protected under the
Age Discrimination in Employment Act of
1967 combined with one or more inter-
sectional characteristics protected under
title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, or
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 486, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) and
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Ms. Foxx) each will control 10 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, there are two amend-
ments in this en bloc amendment.

Mr. BROWN has offered an amendment
to require the EEOC to submit an an-
nual report to Congress on the number
of age discrimination claims brought
under this act.

Ms. WILLIAMS has offered an amend-
ment to require the EEOC to submit a
report to Congress on any remaining
disparities faced by workers pursuing
relief under the mixed motive standard
whose cases were covered by the
ADEA, as well as other antidiscrimina-
tion laws.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
the Democrat amendments.

As I understand it, Representative
BrROWN’s amendment requires the
EEOC chair to submit five annual re-
ports to Congress on the number of age
discrimination claims brought to the
EEOC under this act. If H.R. 2062 some-
how gets signed into law, these reports
will be a day late and many dollars
short because the law will have already
harmfully reduced the burden of proof
in these cases and nullified decades of
Supreme Court precedent.

Before discussing my concerns with
this amendment, I admit I am puzzled
that it requires a study on how this
legislation will affect future age dis-
crimination claims when evidence is
sorely lacking that there is a need for
H.R. 2062 in the first place.

A witness who testified on H.R. 2062
before the Committee on Education
and Labor acknowledged that EEOC
data has not shown workers are dis-
couraged from filing age discrimina-
tion charges with the EEOC following
the Supreme Court’s 2009 decision in
Gross v. FBL Financial Services.

With respect to this amendment, I
have concerns about the feasibility and
viability of the mandated reports. The
amendment requires the EEOC to re-
port each year for 5 years on charges
filed with the agency under H.R. 2062.

H.R. 2062 drastically expands liability
by allowing mixed motive claims in
cases involving the Age Discrimination
in Employment Act—ADEA—and three
other statutes. However, when workers
file charges with the EEOC, the worker
will likely not indicate whether the
charge involves mixed motives, nor is
EEOC likely to be able to classify
charges as being mixed motive or not.
EEOC will therefore be unable to deter-
mine whether charges have been filed
pursuant to H.R. 2062.

I am very doubtful EEOC would be
able to comply with this amendment’s
requirements, and Congress should not
include an unworkable mandate on an
agency. Congress has enacted signifi-
cant laws prohibiting employment dis-
crimination, including the ADEA, the
Americans with Disabilities Act, the
Rehabilitation Act, and the Civil
Rights Act, CRA.

Congress purposefully enacted sepa-
rate nondiscrimination statutes, in-
cluding the ADEA, because age dis-
crimination involves unique and com-
plex factors, as do the other forms of
discrimination addressed in these stat-
utes.

H.R. 2062 overturns Supreme Court
precedent, allows a plaintiff to argue
that age was only a motivating but not
decisive factor that led to an employ-
er’s unfavorable employment action.
Allowing such mixed motive claims
will eliminate the carefully balanced
standard Congress adopted when it
passed the ADEA, resulting in more
frivolous lawsuits.

Here’s why: Under H.R. 2062, a plain-
tiff is very unlikely to receive any
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monetary award from the defendant be-
cause most employers will be able to
demonstrate they would have taken
the same employment action regard-
less of the worker’s age or other imper-
missible reasons.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Ms. WILLIAMS).

Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of the
Protecting Older Workers Against Dis-
crimination Act and my amendment to
the bill.

For older job seekers and workers,
age discrimination remains a barrier to
both getting employed and staying em-
ployed. According to an AARP survey
released in 2019, three in five older
workers report that they have seen or
experienced age discrimination on the
job.

Age discrimination should have no
place in decisions about an employee.
It doesn’t matter if age is one factor or
the only factor in these decisions. Dis-
crimination is still wrong.

Under current law, an older worker
must prove that a negative action was
taken against them solely because of
their age to pursue legal remedy for
age discrimination. That leaves out a
lot of workers who have been
marginalized because of their age.

The bill before us would create a rea-
sonable burden of proof under the law
to allow more workers who have faced
age discrimination to pursue relief.

Enacting this legislation would be a
monumental step, but we have more to
do to ensure that all older workers are
served well by protections under law
because the circumstances facing older
workers are not all the same.

Many older workers face inter-
sectional discrimination based not
only on their age, but also due to fac-
tors like their race, their gender, or
disability status. For example, in a 2017
experimental study published by the
Federal Reserve Bank, researchers
found that older women encounter
more age discrimination in the hiring
process and callback process than men.

To ensure equitable protection for in-
dividuals experiencing intersectional
discrimination, we have to understand
any disparities they may face in pur-
suing relief from discrimination as this
legislation is implemented.

My amendment tasks the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission
with completing a study on these dis-
parities and reporting back to Congress
within 2 years. This analysis will be
crucial to ensuring our laws are serv-
ing all of us and that we are truly
reaching the ideal of equality for all.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support my amendment and the under-
lying legislation.
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, Rep-
resentative WILLIAMS’ amendment re-
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quires EEOC to submit a contrived and
convoluted report to Congress ana-
lyzing disparities that individuals face
in pursuing relief under the mixed-mo-
tive evidentiary standard. The report
must examine age discrimination com-
bined with discrimination based on
race, color, religion, sex, national ori-
gin, or disability.

This amendment does nothing to ad-
dress the fatal flaws in the bill that
would allow mixed-motive claims in
age retaliation and disability cases,
which will increase frivolous litigation
while not providing any monetary
damages for nearly all plaintiffs.

As a practical matter, I question
whether EEOC will be able to complete
the tortuous analysis proposed in the
amendment.

As I noted previously, workers filing
discrimination or retaliation charges
with EEOC do not indicate whether
they involve a mixed-motive claim,
and EEOC does not collect this data. A
mixed-motive claim is something a
plaintiff’s attorney adds to a lawsuit.

As such, I am skeptical whether
EEOC will be able to find any data re-
lating to mixed-motive claims.

More importantly, the amendment,
which was submitted and then amend-
ed after the Rules Committee’s stated
deadline, will not fix the bill’s many
shortcomings, such as allowing mixed-
motive claims in age discrimination
and retaliation cases, even though con-
gressional and Supreme Court prece-
dents strongly advise against these
changes.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on
this amendments en bloc, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2% minutes to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. BROWN).

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to first recognize the hard work
and the leadership of Chairman BOBBY
ScoTT and the entire Education and
Labor Committee on this outstanding
underlying bill.

When older workers lose their jobs,
they are much more likely to join the
ranks of the long-term unemployed.
Unfortunately, discrimination seems to
be a significant factor in this.

Enforcement statistics from the
EEOC show age discrimination com-
plaints are climbing. In 2000, the EEOC
received roughly 16,000 complaints of
age discrimination, and 17 years later,
the BEEOC received 20,000 complaints
that year, accounting for 23 percent of
all discrimination charges filed.

As Ms. WILLIAMS mentioned, a 2018
survey conducted by the AARP found
that three in five workers age 45 and
older have seen or experienced age dis-
crimination in the workplace.

The Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act would re-
store legal protections for older Ameri-
cans and hold employers accountable
for age discrimination.

My amendment would require the
EEOC to submit annual reports to Con-
gress on the number of age discrimina-
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tion claims brought under this act.
Congress needs this information in a
timely and transparent way to ensure
our older workers are being properly
protected and heard.

Discrimination is discrimination,
whether it be age, race, gender, reli-
gion, gender identity, or sexual ori-
entation, and all should be treated fair-
ly under the law.

My amendment and the underlying
bill are commonsense pieces of legisla-
tion that would restore fairness for all
workers. I strongly encourage my col-
leagues to support this amendments en
bloc and the underlying legislation.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I would like to state that these two
amendments would improve the bill.

The one from Mr. BROWN would give
information that is already being pro-
vided now, but this would just make
sure it continues. It is being provided
on a voluntary basis, these annual re-
ports.

And Ms. WILLIAMS offers a very inter-
esting analysis that some people may
be being discriminated against on mul-
tiple grounds and pointed out the Fed-
eral Reserve study that showed that
older workers who happen to be women
fared a lot worse than the older work-
ers who happen to be men. We may
need to figure out how we deal with
that, but we need the data before we
can move forward.

I hope that we adopt this amend-
ment, and, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the only
parties who will win in nearly all cases
under H.R. 2062 with these amend-
ments, if they are passed, are trial law-
yers. Unfortunately, Democrats have
chosen to further their pro-trial lawyer
agenda by putting forward H.R. 2062,
legislation that masquerades as protec-
tion for workers.

H.R. 2062 is yet another one-size-fits-
all approach that fails to address the
purported problem, neglects real-world
experiences, and disregards decades of
Supreme Court precedent.

These poorly drafted fig leaf amend-
ments in the en bloc do nothing to ad-
dress the fundamental flaws in H.R.
2062 and place an unworkable mandate
on EEOC. I urge my colleagues to op-
pose them.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 486, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the
amendments en bloc offered by the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).

The question is on the amendments
en bloc.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.
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Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are
postponed.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR.

SCOTT OF VIRGINIA

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to section 3 of House Resolu-
tion 486, I rise to offer amendments en
bloc No. 2.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will designate the amendments
en bloc.

Amendments en bloc No. 2 consisting
of amendment Nos. 2 and 5, printed in
part B of House Report 117-71, offered
by Mr. ScoTT of Virginia:

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. ALLEN OF

GEORGIA

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 5. EFFECTIVE DATE.

(a) GAO STUDY.—Subject to subsection (b),
this Act and the amendments made by this
Act shall not take effect until the date the
Government Accountability Office reports to
the Congress the results of a study such Of-
fice carries out to determine whether—

(1) the Supreme Court’s decisions in Gross
v. FBL Financial Services, Inc., 557 U.S. 167
(2009), and Texas Southwestern Medical Center
v. Nassar, 570 U.S. 338 (2013), have discouraged
individuals from filing age discrimination
charges and title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 retaliation charges with the Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission,

(2) such decisions have discouraged individ-
uals from filing age discrimination cases and
title VII retaliation cases, and

(3) the success rates of age discrimination
cases and title VII retaliation cases brought
has decreased.

(b) LIMITATION.—If the results of the study
carried out under subsection (a) show that
individuals have not been discouraged as de-
scribed in such subsection and that the suc-
cess rate of cases described in such sub-
section has not decreased, then this Act and
the amendments made by this Act shall not
take effect.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MS. FOXX OF

NORTH CAROLINA

Page 1, beginning on line 14, strike ‘‘or an
activity protected by subsection (d)”.

Page 2, beginning on line 2, strike ‘, in-
cluding under paragraph (1) or by any other
method of proof”’ and inserting ‘‘with respect
to subsections (a), (b), (c), (e), and (f) of sec-
tion 623".

Page 4, line 2,
after ‘‘involving”’.

Page 4, strike line 4 and all that follows
through line 24 (and make such technical and
conforming changes as may be appropriate).

Page 5, beginning on line 17, strike ‘‘or an
activity protected by subsection (a) or (b) of
section 503”.

Page 6, beginning on line 5, strike ‘“‘or an
activity protected by subsection (a) or (b) of
section 503”".

Page 6, strike lines 8 through 18 (and make
such technical and conforming changes as
may be appropriate).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 486, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) and
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Ms. Foxx) each will control 10 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. ALLEN).

insert ‘‘discriminatory’’
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Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, as I said
earlier, when considering any legisla-
tion, the House should first determine
whether legislation is needed and, next,
whether the bill under consideration
will adequately address or improve the
situation.

Before H.R. 2062 was brought to the
House floor, the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor did not have a stand-
alone hearing on the bill and instead
held a subcommittee-level hearing on
multiple, wide-ranging topics.

This complex and sweeping legisla-
tion deserves further examination by
the committee so Members can gather
more information from a variety of ex-
perts to make an informed decision re-
garding its practicality.

Supporters of H.R. 2062 claim the Su-
preme Court’s 2009 decision in the
Gross case and 2013 decision in the
Nassar case have harmed workers who
faced age discrimination or unlawful
retaliation for claiming discrimina-
tion. Publicly available data does not
show that the Supreme Court decisions
in the Gross or Nassar cases have dis-
couraged individuals from filing EEOC
charges.

A Democrat-invited witness who tes-
tified acknowledged that ‘it is difficult
to quantify the impact that the Gross
decision has had on the number of
older workers who bring cases and the
number of those who win them.”’

This witness also acknowledged that
“when we might have expected a drop
in charges due to Gross-inspired dis-
couragement from employment attor-
neys, there was a sizeable jump in the
number of ADEA charges filed with the
EEOC.”

In addition, a review of the Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission,
or EEOC, data shows that, as a percent-
age of all charges filed, the rate of
EEOC age discrimination charges is ap-
proximately the same as 11 years be-
fore the Gross decision, with a slightly
higher percentage of age discrimina-
tion charges filed after the Gross deci-
sion.

As a percentage of all charges filed in
the 7 years following the Nassar deci-
sion, there has also been an increase in
title VII retaliation charges, which
shows that individuals have not been
discouraged from filing these charges.

Further, a review of court decisions
shows that plaintiffs have continued to
win age discrimination and title VII re-
taliation cases in the wake of the Su-
preme Court’s decisions of Gross and
Nassar.

Bottom line, we must ensure that be-
fore we continue to legislate on an
issue that may not need additional
Washington interference, we have accu-
rate data.

My amendment simply states that
before H.R. 2062 goes into effect, the
Government  Accountability Office
must conduct a study and report to
Congress on whether individuals have
been discouraged from filing age dis-
crimination or title VII retaliation
charges and from filing lawsuits fol-
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lowing the decisions in Gross and
Nassar and whether there have been
fewer plaintiffs winning age discrimi-
nation and title VII retaliation law-
suits.

If the GAO finds that individuals
have not been discouraged from filing
charges and lawsuits, and have, in fact,
won more lawsuits than prior to the
Supreme Court decisions, then the bill
would not go into effect.

Let’s not put the cart before the
horse. I urge my colleagues to vote in
favor of my amendment to ensure this
legislation is actually needed and ade-
quately addresses the purported con-
cerns of the bill’s sponsors.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. JONES), a distin-
guished member of the Committee on
Education and Labor.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in op-
position to my Republican colleague’s
amendment mandating a study before
the bill can go into effect.

This is not an earnest attempt to
look into the Supreme Court’s impact
on age discrimination cases. It is a
delay tactic and nothing more.

We know that age discrimination
happens. In fact, not long ago, we
heard compelling witness testimony in
the Education and Labor Committee
highlighting the need for this very leg-
islation.

Ageism is one of the most common
and, sadly, most accepted forms of dis-
crimination in the workplace. Last
year, the EEOC received over 14,000 age
discrimination complaints, accounting
for over 20 percent of all discrimina-
tion charges filed in this country.

This is a problem that impacts not
just workers but our entire economy,
and it particularly harms women and
people of color. According to the
AARP, nearly two-thirds of women and
more than three-quarters of Black
workers age 45 and over say they have
seen or experienced age discrimination
in the workplace.

We don’t need a study to tell us that
a substantially higher burden of proof
for some forms of discrimination
makes it more difficult for workers
who can prove discrimination to get
their day in court and to prevail. That
is just common sense.

What we need is a return to a mixed-
motive standard, which says that any
consideration of age, as opposed to
ability to perform a job, is impermis-
sible in employment decisions.

We can look at two cases that were
proceeding under a mixed-motive
standard but were dismissed following
the Supreme Court’s precedents.
Courts dismissed both of these cases on
the grounds that the facts, which were
sufficient under a mixed-motive stand-
ard, were no longer sufficient under the
heightened but-for standard.

First, there is the case of Jack Gross,
an older gentleman who had been de-
moted after refusing a buyout when his
employer underwent a merger. As he
and many older workers were demoted,
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his younger colleagues received pro-
motions.

Mr. Gross challenged his demotion
under the Age Discrimination in Em-
ployment Act and won his case at trial
under the motivating factor frame-
work. However, after the Supreme
Court changed the rules and required
him to retry his case under the new
and more stringent but-for causation
standard, he lost despite the fact that
he had proved the same set of facts
with the same parties in the same
courts as before.

O 1600

Second, consider the impact of the
Nassar case on anti-retaliation claims
under the Civil Rights Act. In the case
of Shumate v. Selma City Board of
Education, an elementary school cafe-
teria worker alleged that she had been
passed over for promotion due to hav-
ing filed earlier discrimination claims,
and that those claims had been dis-
cussed by the interview panel.

The district court denied the employ-
er’s motion for summary judgment on
her retaliation claim. However, the
Nassar decision was issued a few
months later and the employer moved
for reconsideration under the new cau-
sation standard. This time, the district
court dismissed the worker’s retalia-
tion claim and granted summary judg-
ment to the employer, stating that,
‘““the Supreme Court has changed the
rules since then.”

Same facts. Same case. Different
causation standard, and a win was
turned into a loss.

The Protecting Older Workers
Against Discrimination Act reinstates
the legal standard for proving age dis-
crimination and aligns it with the ex-
isting standard for proving discrimina-
tion based on sex, race, or national ori-
gin.

Mr. Speaker, there is simply no ex-
cuse for discrimination of any kind in
the workplace, and there is no reason
to delay this legislation any further.
We have already had a 12-year delay in
restoring justice.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
reject the Allen amendment and sup-
port the underlying bill.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time I have remain-
ing?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina has 6%
minutes.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. ALLEN).

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, again, I
simply state this: My amendment says
that the Government Accountability
Office must conduct a study and report
to Congress on whether individuals
have been discouraged from filing age
discrimination or title VII retaliation
charges and from filing lawsuits fol-
lowing the decisions in Gross and
Nassar, and whether there have been
fewer plaintiffs winning age discrimi-
nation and title VII retaliation law-
suits.
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We must have the data before we
move in this body. We do not have suf-
ficient information at this point.
Again, no one wants discrimination in
the workplace, but we have a justice
system that provides for relief for peo-
ple who bring these cases. And I have
just cited the cases presented here
today.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a vote for this
amendment so that we can get the
proper data.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from North Carolina, (Ms. MANNING), a
distinguished member on the Com-
mittee of Education and Labor.

Ms. MANNING. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the Foxx amendment.

The amendment proposed by my col-
league from North Carolina would
weaken the essential civil rights pro-
tections that are the very purpose of
the Protecting Older Workers Against
Discrimination Act.

The goal of the bill we are voting on
today is to treat workers who are dis-
criminated against based on age, the
very same way we treat workers who
are discriminated against because of
their race, gender, national origin, or
religion.

In our world of rising costs, shrink-
ing pensions and retirement savings,
and longer life spans, many workers
must work longer in order to be able to
live out their retirement years in dig-
nity. That, in addition to the reasons
of basic fairness, is why the Protecting
Older Workers Against Discrimination
Act is so important.

This bill would apply the same bur-
den of proof to age discrimination
claims that are currently applied to
other forms of employment discrimina-
tion and retaliation prohibited by the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and other stat-
utes.

The Foxx amendment would weaken
these protections by creating two dif-
ferent burdens of proof; one, for prov-
ing an act of discrimination, and a
tougher burden of proving retaliation
against a worker who has reported that
discrimination.

The Foxx amendment would actually
make it harder for an employee to se-
cure relief from employer retaliation
under the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as
well as other civil rights statutes. In
other words, an employer who retali-
ates against an older worker for report-
ing discrimination would have an easi-
er time getting away with it.

If an employer has less risk of being
held accountable for retaliating
against an older worker who reports
discrimination, by firing or otherwise
penalizing the employee, then the un-
derlying protections of the law are
weakened because people will be de-
terred from reporting retaliatory acts.

H.R. 2062, the Protecting Older Work-
ers Against Discrimination Act, clari-
fies the standard applied to age dis-
crimination and retaliation—the
mixed-motive standard—that was
originally applied to claims under title
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VII of the Civil Rights Act prior to the
Supreme Court’s wrong-headed deci-
sions in the 2009 Gross case. This is the
same standard applied to discrimina-
tion claims under the Age Discrimina-
tion in Employment Act, the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act, and the Re-
habilitation Act.

It is important to note that the
changes in language proposed by the
Foxx amendment would have a particu-
larly egregious effect because the en-
forcement of civil rights laws rely
heavily on individuals to assert their
rights. That is why every civil rights
law makes it a separate act of dis-
crimination for an employer to retali-
ate against employees for exercising
their civil rights or opposing unlawful
acts. Charges of retaliation are the
most filed type of charge with the
EEOC.

In 2020, more than half of the charges
filed involved retaliation claims. Since
s0 many workers who report discrimi-
nation also report retaliation, it is
critical that H.R. 2062 correct the legal
standard set by the 2013 case, Univer-
sity of Texas Southwestern Medical
Center v. Nassar.

In that case, the Supreme Court ap-
plied the but-for standard to retalia-
tion claims under title VII of the Civil
Rights Act instead of the mixed-motive
standard used for all other types of em-
ployment discrimination. It makes no
sense to have separate provisions of
title VII requiring different standards
of causation.

The legislation before us today fixes
the problem created by the Supreme
Court rulings in the 2009 Gross decision
and the 2013 Nassar decision by apply-
ing a mixed-motive standard to cases
of age discrimination and retaliation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from North Carolina.

Ms. MANNING. The Protecting Older
Workers Against Discrimination Act
establishes the use of a mixed-motive
standard, settling the confusing sepa-
ration of related civil rights claims and
strengthening workers’ rights.

We should reject the Foxx amend-
ment because prohibitions on retalia-
tion do not punish employers multiple
times for the same offense; rather, they
help to deter employers from punishing
employees multiple times—{first, by
discriminating and denying the equal
opportunity, then again by punishing
employees for challenging that dis-
crimination.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on
this amendment, and I urge a ‘‘yes”
vote on the underlying bill, H.R. 2062.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to point out to
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle that there was a higher percent-
age of Republicans who voted for the
1964 Civil Rights Act than Democrats,
a higher percentage of Republicans
voted for the ADEA, the Age Discrimi-
nation in Employment Act, and under
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the ADA. It was President Bush who
signed that bill.

So Republicans have a pretty good
record on promoting and protecting the
civil rights of Americans in this coun-
try, all Americans.

Mr. Speaker, for an employer to re-
taliate against an employee because
that employee has previously made a
discrimination complaint is wrong and
it is already illegal.

H.R. 2062 reduces the standard of
proof in retaliation cases by allowing
mixed-motive claims, overturning the
Supreme Court’s 2013 decision in the
Nassar case.

Allowing mixed-motive claims in re-
taliation cases is unworkable and con-
trary to the text, structure, and his-
tory of title VII, the Age Discrimina-
tion in Employment Act and the Amer-
icans with Disabilities Act.

Justice Anthony Kennedy wrote in
the majority opinion in Nassar that in
retaliation cases, ‘‘lessening the causa-
tion standard could contribute to the
filing of frivolous claims, which would
siphon resources from efforts by em-
ployers, administrative agencies, and
courts to combat workplace harass-
ment.”’

Justice Kennedy also wrote in his
opinion that the concern about divert-
ing resources was especially true be-
cause retaliation charges filed with the
EEOC had nearly doubled in the past 15
years and had become the second most
frequently filed category of complaint.

This concern is even more relevant
today because retaliation is now the
most frequently filed EEOC charge. All
retaliation claims are inherently about
differing explanations.

In these situations, the plaintiff has
already made a discrimination com-
plaint, and under the mixed-motive
standard required under H.R. 2062, it
will be a mere formality to plead that
any subsequent negative action by the
employer related to the employee was
retaliatory.

Under H.R. 2062, a plaintiff claiming
retaliation will always survive the
summary judgment stage of the litiga-
tion and the case will either settle or
go to trial. This will increase the num-
ber of frivolous claims against
unsuspecting business owners and im-
pose related financial costs noted in
the Supreme Court decision, thus lim-
iting important resources that could
otherwise be used to combat discrimi-
nation.

Furthermore, there is no evidence to
support the claim that employees have
been harmed by the Nassar decision.

And, by the way, when employees win
lawsuits claiming retaliation under the
current standard, they can receive
monetary damages, back pay, and rein-
statement, as well as attorneys’ fees
and costs. Under H.R. 2062, this won’t
happen in nearly all of the cases. Only
the trial lawyers will be paid.

Mr. Speaker, my amendment strikes
the harmful, overly broad, and unwork-
able provision in H.R. 2062, which al-
lows mixed-motive claims in retalia-
tion cases.
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The amendment protects the current
standard of proof as described in the
Nassar case, and I urge Members to
support it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, very briefly, the first
amendment that requires the GAO
study only seeks to say whether the
cases went up or down. The cases can
go up because there is more discrimi-
nation. It has nothing to do with
whether or not it was because of the
change in standard. It could be in spite
of the standard. And all it does is delay
the implementation of the bill.

The other sets a different standard
for retaliation, where you can win your
case that you didn’t get promoted but
lose your case on the fact that you got
hired just because there is a differen-
tial standard. Well, that doesn’t make
much sense.

It seems to me that we should go
back to the way it was before the Gross
decision, have one standard in all of
the discrimination cases, and have peo-
ple be able to prove their case the way
they have always been able to prove
their case.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no’’ on this amendments en bloc,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on the amend-
ments en bloc containing Representa-
tives ALLEN’s and FOoXX’s amendments,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CARTER of Louisiana). Pursuant to
House Resolution 486, the previous
question is ordered on amendments en
bloc No. 2 offered by the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).

The question is on the amendments
en bloc.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appear to have it.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are
postponed.

O 1615
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. RODNEY
DAVIS OF ILLINOIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is now
in order to consider amendment No. 4
printed in part B of House Report 117-
71.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:

SEC. 5. STUDY AND REPORT TO CONGRESS.

Not later than 1 year after the date of the

enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
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Labor and the Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission shall jointly conduct a
study to determine the number of claims
pending or filed, in addition to cases closed,
by women who may have been adversely im-
pacted by age discrimination as a moti-
vating factor in workplace discrimination or
employment termination. The Secretary of
Labor and Chairman of the Commission shall
jointly submit to the Congress, and make
available to the public, a report that con-
tains the results of the study, including rec-
ommendations for best practices to prevent
and to combat gender and age discrimination
as it relates to women in the workplace.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 486, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY
DAVIS) and a Member opposed each will
control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of my bipartisan amendment to the
Protecting Older Workers Against Dis-
crimination Act, a bill that I am proud
to be working on with my good friend,
Chairman SCOTT.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman from Illinois for
his hard work on this amendment and
on the bill itself. He has been a leader
on helping older workers avoid dis-
crimination.

This amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois and cosponsored
by the gentlewoman from Maine (Ms.
PINGREE), would provide further infor-
mation on how many women are ad-
versely affected by age discrimination
as a motivating factor in the work-
place, as well as provide best practices
to combat gender and age discrimina-
tion. These practices will help support
older women who may face multiple
kinds of discrimination.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague
for offering the amendment, and I also
want to thank him for his distin-
guished leadership on the underlying
legislation.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I reclaim my time.

Mr. Speaker, this bill provides an im-
portant fix caused by the outcome of
the 2019 Gross v. FBL Financial Serv-
ices, Inc., Supreme Court decision in
order to ensure that older workers can
seek the justice they deserve when
they face age discrimination in the
workplace, on a level playing field.

The amendment that I introduced
with Representative CHELLIE PINGREE
highlights the discrimination that
women face in the workplace based not
only on gender, but on age as well.

According to a 2018 report from the
EEOC, women, especially older women,
but also those at middle age, were sub-
jected to more age discrimination than
older men. Research suggests that
ageism at work begins at age 40 for
women, 5 years earlier than men. This
is unacceptable and we must find ways
to correct this problem.



June 23, 2021

This amendment would require the
DOL and EEOC to conduct a com-
prehensive study on these age discrimi-
nation cases. DOL and EEOC would
then be required to make recommenda-
tions for best practices to combat age
discrimination of women in the work-

place.
Challenges that women face are not
partisan issues and, together, we

should make every effort to address
them. Employers should make, and
have the right tools to make, conscious
efforts to ensure that women have
equal rights and opportunities in the
workplace, regardless of their age.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative
PINGREE for co-leading this amend-
ment, and also Chairman ScoTT for his
kind words and support of its inclusion.
I encourage my colleagues to support
my amendment and to vote ‘‘yes’ on
this amendment and the underlying
bill to protect older adults from work-
place discrimination.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 486, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS).

The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR.

SCOTT OF VIRGINIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on the
adoption of amendments en bloc No. 1,
printed in part B of House Report 117-
71, on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk will
amendments en bloc.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ments en bloc.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the amendments en bloc
offered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. SCOTT).

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays
192, not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 178]

redesignate the

YEAS—231

Adams Bustos Crist
Aguilar Butterfield Crow
Allred Carbajal Cuellar
Amodei Cardenas Davids (KS)
Auchincloss Carson Dayvis, Danny K.
Axne Carter (LA) Dayvis, Rodney
Barragan Cartwright Dean
Bass Case DeFazio
Beatty Casten DeGette
Bera Castor (FL) DeLauro
Beyer Castro (TX) DelBene
Bishop (GA) Chu Delgado
Blumenauer Cicilline Demings
Blunt Rochester Clark (MA) DeSaulnier
Bonamici Clarke (NY) Deutch
Bost Cleaver Dingell
Bourdeaux Clyburn Doggett
Bowman Cohen Doyle, Michael
Boyle, Brendan Connolly F.

F. Cooper Eshoo
Brown Correa Espaillat
Brownley Courtney Evans
Bush Craig Fitzpatrick

Fletcher
Foster
Frankel, Lois
Gallego
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gimenez
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hinson
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Kahele
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Levin (CA)

Aderholt
Allen
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Bentz
Bergman
Bice (OK)
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Brady
Brooks
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Calvert
Cammack
Carl
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline
Cloud
Clyde

Cole
Comer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart

Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Manning
Mast
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Newman
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

NAYS—192

Donalds
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fleischmann
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garcia (CA)
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hern
Herrell
Herrera Beutler
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Ryan
Salazar
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Upton
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
wild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Issa

Jackson
Jacobs (NY)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
Lamborn
Latta
LaTurner
Lesko
Letlow

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann

Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClain
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meijer
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Meuser Rice (SC) Taylor
Miller (IL) Rodgers (WA) Tenney
Miller (WV) Rogers (AL) Thompson (PA)
Miller-Meeks Rogers (KY) Tiffany
Moolenaar Rose Timmons
Mooney Rosendale Turner
1\I\;Iloore EIA};; gouzer Valadao
oore oy

Maullin Rutherford &an Duyne

X agner
Murphy (NC) Scalise Walberg
Nehls Schweikert .
Newhouse Scott, Austin Walorski
Norman Sessions Waltz
Nunes Simpson Weber (TX)
Obernolte Smith (MO) Webster (FL)
Owens Smith (NE) Wenstrup
Palazzo Smucker Westerman
Palmer Spartz Williams (TX)
Pence Stauber Wilson (SC)
Perry Steel Wittman
Pfluger Stefanik Womack
Posey Steil Young
Reed Steube Zeldin
Reschenthaler Stewart

NOT VOTING—17

Buchanan Costa LaMalfa
Burchett Escobar
Cawthorn Fulcher

O 1648

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska changed his
vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

Mrs. HINSON changed her vote from
“nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the en bloc amendments were
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE

RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Aderholt Kelly (IL) Pappas (Kuster)
(Moolenaar) (Jeffries) Payne (Pallone)
Amodei Kirkpatrick Ruiz (Aguilar)
(Balderson) (Stanton) Rush
DeFazio (Davids Lawson (FL) (Underwood)
(KS)) (Evans) Sewell (DelBene)
DeSaulnier Lieu (Beyer) Torres (NY)
: Lowenthal (Clark (MA))
G;x?;sgij) (Beyer) Vela (Gomez)
N Meng (Clark Velazquez
(Garcia (TX)) )
(MA)) (Jeffries)
Hoyer (Brown) Mullin (Cole) Waters (Takano)
Johnsor} (TX) Napolitano Wilson (FL)
(Jeffries) (Correa) (Hayes)

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR.
SCOTT OF VIRGINIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on the
adoption of amendments en bloc No. 2,
printed in part B of House Report 117-
71, on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk will
amendments en bloc.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ments en bloc.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the amendments en bloc
offered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. SCOTT).

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 182, nays
243, not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 179]

redesignate the

YEAS—182
Aderholt Banks Bishop (NC)
Allen Barr Boebert
Armstrong Bentz Brady
Arrington Bergman Brooks
Babin Bice (OK) Buck
Baird Biggs Bucshon
Balderson Bilirakis Budd
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Burgess
Calvert
Cammack
Carl
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Cheney
Cline
Cloud
Clyde
Cole
Comer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Davidson
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fleischmann
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Gallagher
Garcia (CA)
Gibbs
Gimenez
Gohmert
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Harshbarger

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amodei
Auchincloss
Axne
Bacon
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bost
Bourdeaux
Bowman
Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brown
Brownley
Bush
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly

Hartzler
Hern

Herrell

Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hudson
Huizenga
Issa
Jackson
Jacobs (NY)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (PA)
Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta
LaTurner
Lesko
Letlow

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meijer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Mullin
Murphy (NC)
Nehls

NAYS—243

Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig

Crist

Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)

Dayvis, Danny K.

Davis, Rodney
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Fortenberry
Foster
Frankel, Lois
Gaetz
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
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Newhouse
Norman
Nunes
Obernolte
Owens
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence

Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer
Rutherford
Salazar
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smucker
Spartz

Steel
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Duyne
Walberg
Walorski
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Zeldin

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Grothman
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Herrera Beutler
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hinson
Hollingsworth
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Jones

Joyce (OH)
Kahele
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim (CA)
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster

Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)

Lee (CA) Pappas Soto
Lee (NV) Pascrell Spanberger
Leger Fernandez Payne Speier
Levin (CA) Perlmutter Stansbury
Levin (MI) Peters Stanton
Lieu Phillips Stauber
Lofgren Pingree Stevens
Lowenthal Pocan Strickland
Luria Porter Suozzi
Lynch Pressley Swalwell
Malinowski Price (NC) Takano
Maloney, Quigley Thompson (CA)
Carolyn B. Raskin Thompson (MS)

Maloney, Sean Reed Titus
Manning Rice (NY) Tlaib
Matsui Rogers (AL) Tonko
McBath Ross T

orres (CA)
McCollum Roy Torres (NY)
McEachin Roybal-Allard Trahan
McGovern Ruiz Trone
McNerney Ruppersberger
Meeks Rush Underwood
Meng Ryan Upton
Mfume Sanchez Van Drew
Moore (WI) Sarbanes Vargas
Morelle Scanlon Veasey
Moulton Schakowsky Vela
Mrvan Schiff Velazquez
Murphy (FL) Schneider Wagner
Nadler Schrader Wasserman
Napolitano Schrier Schultz
Neal Scott (VA) Waters
Neguse Scott, David Watson Coleman
Newman Sewell Welch
Norcross Sherman Wexton
O’Halleran Sherrill Wwild
Ocasio-Cortez Sires Williams (GA)
Omar Slotkin Wilson (FL)
Pallone Smith (NJ) Yarmuth
Panetta Smith (WA) Young

NOT VOTING—5
Buchanan Curtis Garbarino
Burchett Fulcher
0 1710
Mr. MEEKS, Mses. CRAIG,

WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, ESHOO, and
Mr. BUTTERFIELD changed their vote
from ‘‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”’

Messrs. LaMALFA, LAMBORN, and
Ms. CHENEY changed their vote from
unayn to uyea.a»

So the en bloc amendments were re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE

RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Aderholt Kelly (IL) Pappas (Kuster)
(Moolenaar) (Jeffries) Payne (Pallone)
Amodei Kirkpatrick Ruiz (Aguilar)
(Balderson) (Stanton) Rush
DeFazio (Davids Lawson (FL) (Underwood)
(KS)) (Evans) Sewell (DelBene)
DeSaulnier Lieu (Beyer) Torres (NY)
; Lowenthal (Clark (MA))
G;x?;s(‘g) (Beyer) Vela (Gomez)
P Meng (Clark Velazquez
(Garcia (TX)) .
(MA)) (Jeffries)
Hoyer (Brown) Mullin (Cole) Waters (Takano)
Johnsor} (TX) Napolitano Wilson (FL)
(Jeffries) (Correa) (Hayes)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pre-
vious question is ordered on the bill, as
amended.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Auchincloss
Axne
Bacon
Balderson
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bost
Bourdeaux
Bowman
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown
Brownley
Bush
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Case
Casten
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Fortenberry
Foster
Frankel, Lois
Gallego
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gimenez
Golden
Gomez

Aderholt
Allen
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 247, nays
178, not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 180]

YEAS—247

Gongzales, Tony
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Grothman
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Herrera Beutler
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hinson
Hollingsworth
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Joyce (OH)
Kahele
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (CA)
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Manning
Mast
Matsui
McBath
McCaul
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Newman
Norcross

NAYS—178

Amodei
Armstrong

O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Reed
Rice (NY)
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Salazar
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stansbury
Stanton
Stauber
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Upton
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Wagner
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth
Young

Arrington
Babin
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Baird Graves (LA) Moore (UT)
Banks Graves (MO) Mullin
Barr Green (TN) Murphy (NC)
Bentz Greene (GA) Nehls
Bergman Griffith Newhouse
Bice (OK) Guest Norman
Biggs Guthrie Nunes
Bishop (NC) Hagedorn Obernolte
Boebert Harris Owens
Brady Harshbarger Palazzo
Brooks Hartzler Palmer
Buck Hern Perry
Bucshon Herrell Pfluger
Budd Hice (GA) Posey
Burgess Higgins (LA) Reschenthaler
Calvert Hill Rice (SC)
Cammack Hudson Rodgers (WA)
Carl Huizenga Rogers (AL)
Carter (GA) Issa Rogers (KY)
Carter (TX) Jackson Rose
Cawthorn Jacobs (NY) Rosendale
Chabot Johnson (LA) Rouzer
Cheney Johnson (OH) Roy
Cline Johnson (SD) Rutherford
Cloud Jordan Scalise
glyde Joyce (PA) Schweikert

ole Keller :
Comer Kelly (MS) Scott, Austin
Crawford Kelly (PA) Sessions
Crenshaw Kustoff Slmpson
Curtis LaHood Smith (MO)
Davidson LaMalfa Smith (NE)
Davis, Rodney Lamborn Smucker
DesJarlais Latta Spartz
Donalds LaTurner Steel
Duncan Lesko Ste'fanlk
Dunn Letlow Steil
Emmer Long Steube
Estes Loudermilk Stewart
Fallon Lucas Taylor
Feenstra Luetkemeyer Tenney
Ferguson Mace Thompson (PA)
Fischbach Malliotakis Tiffany
Fitzgerald Mann Timmons
Fleischmann Massie Valadao
Foxx McCarthy Van Duyne
Franklin, C. McClain Walberg

Scott McClintock Walorski
Gaetz McHenry Waltz
Gallagher McKinley Weber (TX)
Garcia (CA) Meijer Webster (FL)
Gibbs Meuser Wenstrup
Gohmert Miller (IL) Westerman
Gonzalez (OH) Miller (WV) Williams (TX)
Good (VA) Miller-Meeks Wilson (SC)
Gooden (TX) Moolenaar Wittman
Gosar Mooney Womack
Granger Moore (AL) Zeldin

NOT VOTING—5
Buchanan Castor (FL) Pence
Burchett Fulcher
0 1732

So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Aderholt Kelly (IL) Pappas (Kuster)
(Moolenaar) (Jeffries) Payne (Pallone)
Amodei Kirkpatrick Ruiz (Aguilar)
(Balderson) (Stanton) Rush
DeFazio (Davids Lawson (FL) (Underwood)
(KS)) l(Evans) Sewell (DelBene)
DeSaulnier Eleu aiiy?) T‘:lgles I({N(XI\;I)A))
; owentha, ar
& (Mgtsm) (Beyer) Vela (Gomez)
arcla (IL) . P
(Garcia (TX)) Meng (Clark Velazqufez
. (MA)) (Jeffries)
Hoyer (Brown)  yrypjin (Gole) Waters (Takano)
JOhnSOI} (TX) Napolitano Wilson (FL)
(Jeffries) (Correa) (Hayes)
——

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3093

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, I seek to
be removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 3093.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s request is accepted.
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CONGRATULATING MICHAEL PAUL
WILLIAMS ON WINNING PUL-
ITZER PRIZE

(Mr. MCEACHIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MCEACHIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in recognition of Michael Paul
Williams, a columnist from the Rich-
mond Times-Dispatch, the primary
newspaper of record for the Common-
wealth, which is located in my district.

Mr. Williams was recently awarded
the Pulitzer Prize for Commentary. He
is the first Pulitzer Prize recipient at
the Times-Dispatch since 1948.

Throughout his nearly 40-year career,
he has been a dedicated and effective
journalist who has focused much of his
work on issues of race and racial in-
equality in Virginia.

The first commentator of color at the
Times-Dispatch, he has provided
unique, insightful, and impactful com-
mentary that has sparked public dis-
course, helped shape narratives and un-
derstandings of race in Virginia, and
challenged readers to consider the in-
equities that communities of color
face.

It is with great honor that I con-
gratulate Michael Paul Williams for
his award-winning commentary on the
issues impacting our communities in
Richmond.

————

RECOGNIZING RELIGIOUS
FREEDOM WEEK

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise to recognize Reli-
gious Freedom Week. Religious Free-
dom Week began on Monday and runs
through June 29.

Freedom of religion is a fundamental
human right. Our Founding Fathers
made sure it would always be pro-
tected. The First Amendment protects
freedom of religion along with the free-
dom of speech and the freedom of the
press.

This assurance of freedom gives us
all the opportunity to openly practice
and speak our beliefs. It allows me to
speak on the House floor right now.

The United States is a place where
all faiths can be peacefully practiced
free from the fear of persecution.

The very foundation of our Nation, a
place of freedom and liberty for all,
was conceived by individuals in search
of religious freedom.

Mr. Speaker, the United States of
America will always be a beacon of
light in the world, and we will always
protect our fundamental, unified com-
mitment of religious freedom because
no person should live in fear for their
beliefs.

————
FRIVOLOUS LAWSUITS BLOCK
FOREST CLEANUPS

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, access
to our public lands is being cut off by
road closures throughout the national
forests in Region 5. The U.S. Forest
Service is citing public safety concerns
due to hazardous trees from past fire
seasons.

But this blocks the public from ac-
cessing the public lands, and it also
prevents those roads being used as
evacuation routes or access points to
fight fires in coming seasons.

One road that has been closed, the
Greyback Road in the Rogue River-
Siskiyou National Forest in northern
California, is a California Office of
Emergency Services designated evacu-
ation route for the town of Happy
Camp, California. If Highway 96 is
blocked, this is the only other way out
of Happy Camp.

Litigation is preventing the U.S. For-
est Service from working with private-
sector partners to clean up the forests.
For example, in the Mendocino Na-
tional Forest, 300,000 acres burned in
2018. The Forest Service wanted to do
4,700 acres, a tiny 2 percent of that, yet
it was blocked by a lawsuit from doing
that cleanup work.

Without offering the salvage timber
sale, that means it is going to cost tax-
payers $5.5 million instead of being
able to recover some of the money.

This litigation harms the public by
leaving hazardous trees and snags out
in the forest, which create safety issues
and become fuel for the next fire sea-
son.

We must reform NEPA and ESA.

——————

HONORING FORMER
CONGRESSMAN PAUL MITCHELL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Ms. SLOTKIN) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to join several of my colleagues
tonight to recognize our former col-
league, Mr. Paul Mitchell.

Paul was recently diagnosed with
cancer, and so many of us wanted to
send our well-wishes that we decided
the best way we could do it was from
the well of the House, a place that Paul
Mitchell loved and spent so much of his
time.

Paul represented Michigan’s 10th Dis-
trict in our State’s thumb from 2017
until his retirement just this year. In
that time, he proved himself to be the
kind of principled, practical leader
that Michigan is known for.

Paul knew that the path to good gov-
ernment runs through reaching across
the aisle. The proof is in his record.
Paul was intentional about ensuring
key legislation be introduced in a bi-
partisan fashion, and the folks he drew
to his legislation ran the gamut of the
political spectrum.

Paul was an advocate for students,
for investing in innovation, and for
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economic development. Whether you
were on the left or the right, Paul
worked with you to get things done.

These days, some might call that be-
havior an independent, being a mav-
erick. But to us, that was just Paul.

When he announced his retirement in
July 2019 in order to spend more time
with his family, we, of course, wished
him all the best. But I also felt a
twinge of sadness in losing a funny,
charming, and humble servant leader.

He charted his own course in Con-
gress as both a legislator and a friend.
His presence is deeply missed in this
Chamber.

Earlier this month, we received the
news that Paul had been diagnosed
with renal cancer. Weeks before, he had
had emergency surgery to remove a
mass and a blood clot that had moved
to his heart. His doctors at Henry Ford
Macomb Hospital estimated a 10 per-
cent chance of survival, but true to
form, Paul pulled through.

I am happy to announce that last
night Paul went home to his family in
Dryden. He has a long road of recovery
ahead of him, one that will require
things 1like physical therapy and
immunotherapy, but Paul is approach-
ing his recovery with a typical can-do
approach.

We want to send him all of our love
and all of our strength for recovery,
those of us who spent so much time
with him. Here assembled, we have
members of the Michigan delegation
and members of the Problem Solvers
Caucus, two groups that spent a ton of
time with Paul Mitchell.

Mr. Speaker, it is, therefore, my
privilege to turn the floor over to some
of those friends to recognize him in the
place that we know he loved so much.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).

0 1745

Mr. LEVIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker,
I thank Ms. SLOTKIN for yielding and
for organizing this Special Order in
honor of our dear friend, Paul Mitchell.

Mr. Speaker, I represent parts of
Macomb and Oakland counties. And
during my first term in Congress, Paul
and I shared representation of Macomb.
Paul represented the northern part; I
represent the southern part. And while
there were plenty of policies we dis-
agreed on, there were a lot of things we
connected on, too.

We wanted to bring better water in-
frastructure to Macomb. And, Paul, I
am still working on it, and we are
going to get there.

We talked about our shared history
in the workforce world. Paul was a real
leader in workforce policy through his
company, and I used to run the State
workforce system in Michigan. And he
was a real leader and a thought leader
in that area. And, Paul, I am trying to
carry that on as best I can, too, as we
look towards WIOA reauthorization.

And when we did spar over policy po-
sitions, it wasn’t mean-spirited. In
fact, it was really close to my ideal of
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what it means to serve in this body. It
was real, honest debate, the kind I was
happy to have and honored to have.

Paul and I now share one more con-
nection, and it is one we didn’t share.
As a two-time cancer survivor, I know
what it is like to get that diagnosis,
and I know the stress and the pain that
Paul and his family are facing. It is
something I wouldn’t wish on anyone,
and I am devastated that they have to
go through it.

I want Paul to know that Mary and I
are thinking about you and praying for
you as your treatment begins, and that
I am here to lend an ear or even talk
through this experience, the same way
that you did for me when I was just
coming to Congress. You were one of
the most generous colleagues I knew.

Mr. Speaker, I was lucky to have a
neighbor like Paul Mitchell, and I look
forward to the day we can celebrate
your remission, Paul, and joust happily
once again over the issues of the day.

God bless you.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on this Special
Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentlewoman from Virginia (Ms.
SPANBERGER).

Ms. SPANBERGER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my dear colleague from Michi-
gan for putting together this Special
Order for us to talk about our former
colleague—and for so many of us—our
friend, Representative Paul Mitchell.

Mr. Speaker, I first had the oppor-
tunity to meet Representative Mitchell
on the floor of the House when his
youngest son was visiting. We were on
the House floor, entering our cards in
for a vote, and Paul’s son wanted to
help push the voting button for dif-
ferent Members. Paul, at that time,
was a Republican; I am a Democrat.
And if you gave your card to Paul’s
son, he would invariably vote with the
Republicans, regardless of who you
were. So there were quite a few en-
gaged Democrats who thought they
were being so kind letting a child vote,
who had to run over to the well right
behind me to change their vote, be-
cause, indeed—I believe he was 10 at
the time—a 10-year-old had somehow
mischievously voted incorrectly.

Paul was simultaneously delighted
by what was a bit of a funny experience
on the House floor, but also a little bit
embarrassed that people were running
over,

That was Paul. He would bring, and
does bring, joy to every meeting. He is
a serious person, focused on policy, fo-
cused on truth, on reality, on the
things that matter to him, which were:
his incredible career in business, on his
wonderful family, eminently proud of
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his children; and, particularly, always
willing to draw on his personal experi-
ences in business, as a parent—as a
parent of a law enforcement officer—to
find commonality and to advocate for
the things that he believes in.

And during our time in Congress, 1
was so grateful to serve on the Problem
Solvers Caucus, or to be part of the
Problem Solvers Caucus with Paul,
where invariably during our weekly
meetings, he would be a jovial part of
those meetings, focused on the hard
work of legislating, but also on bring-
ing a bit of humanity and commonality
to the people gathered around the
table, sometimes engaging in very,
very difficult conversations.

Paul made the very hard decision to
retire after his terms in Congress. It
was one that, as a friend, I heard him
talk through the pros, the cons, wheth-
er he was ready to leave this place. A
place that, while he was here, he so
deeply loved, and a place where I be-
lieve as a colleague, I saw him make a
significant impact. But ultimately,
with a young child at home, a beautiful
farm with lots of sheep, and a renewed
interest in a love of racing, Paul did
decide that it was time for him to re-
tire.

Since his retirement, I have been a
friend who has been on the receiving
end of so many photos, as I am sure so
many of our colleagues here have been,
of snowy days on the farm in Michigan,
beautiful views of the water, and race
cars.

As a Virginian, we have a NASCAR
racetrack just on the line of my dis-
trict—I generally like to claim it. And
Paul was scheduled before his diagnosis
to come to Virginia for a race. And I
just thought how hysterical is that for
a man I used to talk hard policy issues
and debate policy and disagree—some-
times very fervently—with is now
going to be literally racing through my
district—or just adjacent—in his race
car.

So I look forward to the time when
Paul—because he is a fighter, regard-
less of any diagnosis—I think we know
that he is intent on getting back in his
race car, back to his farm, and cer-
tainly continuing to be engaged and fo-
cused.

I look forward to the time when we
could welcome him in Virginia for him
to race around the track. I am unsure
whether or not I may choose to enter
into that vehicle with him, but I might
stand on the sidelines and cheer.

Mr. Speaker, Paul was an incredible
friend. He was an incredibly good Mem-
ber of Congress, because at every mo-
ment, he just was focused on what was
right. I know that is how he was in
business, in his personal life before he
came here. I know that is how he con-
tinues to be.

Certainly, as a new Member of Con-
gress, witnessing someone who has al-
ways genuinely shown Kkindness and
heart, every conversation he had here
in the Halls of Congress was a great ex-
ample to me. I am so proud to have
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served with him during his time in
Congress, but far more than that, I am
deeply honored to call Paul Mitchell a
friend, a real friend, and deeply hon-
ored to know that he is someone who
will always stand up for truth, who will
always stand up for what is right, who
will always stand up for his family, for
his friends, and for his country.

So my dear friend, I wish you the
very best as you continue in your re-
covery. We are all thinking of you. I
am so grateful for your friendship.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, in honor
of Mr. Mitchell, we will now start
going Democrat-Republican, Demo-
crat-Republican to demonstrate our bi-
partisanship.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. MEIJER).

Mr. MEIJER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from the great State of
Michigan, and I guess, I would thank
Paul for all of the service he has given
this body, has given our country, has
given our State.

The morning when I was supposed to
first meet Paul, was the same morning
that he announced that he was not run-
ning for reelection. He defined that
spirit of making decisive moves.

It is no secret that for the freshman
class who have entered, the past 6
months have been less than normal. I
take the assurances of my colleagues,
who have been in this body for many
terms, that what we have seen so far
has been atypical. But I cannot thank
Paul enough for the example that he
set, for the wisdom that he shared, and
for his perennial, ever-blunt honesty.

All too often people, especially poli-
ticians, can walk and dance and do a
jig around the truth. And Paul was al-
ways incredibly clear about where he
stood and what he believed. So I am
grateful for the friendship that I have
been able to develop with him as a
freshman, and I look forward to many
more of those moments.

I want Paul and his family to know
that he is in our prayers. My wife,
Gabrielle, and I will keep him in our
prayers. The challenges that he is deal-
ing with are being felt by too many,
but I am proud to call him a friend as
he continues to fight on.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON).

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for doing this, and I
am sorry to sort of jump people in line,
but we are in a committee markup, so
I have to get back.

Mr. Speaker, I have to say that my
friend, Paul Mitchell, grew up the eld-
est of seven Kkids. Literally, a natural
born leader of the pack. He was the
first of his extended family to graduate
from college. He has noted that his
mom raised him to believe that those
with talents and resources were ex-
pected by God to make a difference in
the world. And by God, he did.

Tenacious and focused like a laser
beam, he set and met goals. A scrappy
fighter, he has now met his most formi-
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dable foe, that is for sure, and he is all
in for that fight.

And in a text that I got from him a
little bit earlier today, he said, ‘‘as you
know, I am one tough cuss.”

Yes, Paul, you are. And you know
what, everybody knows it—not only
your Republican and Democratic col-
leagues, but certainly the former Presi-
dent, and probably all of your constitu-
ents back in Michigan as well. You are
a tough cuss.

Yesterday, my colleague, DIANA
DEGETTE, and I introduced a discussion
draft called 21st Century Cures 2.0.

Mr. Speaker, 392 of us in this Cham-
ber, including Paul, voted for the 21st
Century Cures enacted in 2016, which
expedites the approval of new drugs.
This bill that we are working on now,
2.0, could well indeed speed the ap-
proval of new drugs even faster. So it
indeed could be the very lifeline for
Paul and so many like him—thousands
of Americans and around the world—
that somehow are impacted by this ter-
rible disease that we all want to sur-
vive.

Paul’s life is characterized by exceed-
ing expectations, defying the odds. And
we know that is what he intends to do
now, for sure. And if anybody can, it is
Paul. So we are with you, Paul—you
may be watching—every step of the
way. All of us.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
Paul’s farewell address that he stated
back in July of 2019 as part of this trib-
ute.

REPRESENTATIVE PAUL MITCHELL’S (MI-10)
FLOOR REMARKS ON WEDNESDAY JULY 24, 2019

Madam Speaker, America is an amazing
place and we too often as Americans take
that for granted. Opportunities exist in this
country that simply aren’t available in much
of the world. And my life is an example of
the many possibilities in the United States
of America.

I ask you: Where else can a kid born into
poverty, beginning life in a subsidized hous-
ing project, become a national legislator?
Yet—here I stand as a Member of Congress.

In how many countries can the oldest of
seven children with parents that were an
hourly autoworker and a Salvation Army of-
fice manager become the first in their ex-
tended family to graduate from college,
build a career and become CEO of a major
workforce development company and, after
retiring, be elected to Congress?

America is truly a unique and special place
that we must love and respect with all our
heart and soul.

My mother raised me to believe that those
with talents and/or resources were expected
by God to make a difference in the world. I
have tried to do that throughout my life.

My mission for 35 years was to assist peo-
ple in identifying and securing career oppor-
tunities. My professional career allowed me
to support my family while assisting adults
of all ages and backgrounds develop skills to
support their families and build careers.

I assisted individuals ranging from laid off
steel workers and autoworkers to long term
public assistance recipients develop the
skills they needed to secure a job and build
a new career.

I worked with individuals requiring lit-
eracy education or ESL and adults that had
worked in the same job for years and sud-
denly found their jobs and industries had
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evaporated, and their lives turned upside
down.

I worked, in some way or another, with
tens of thousands of people searching for as-
sistance in securing a job and a career path.

I believed then, and I continue to believe,
that most Americans find value and oppor-
tunity in working—sometimes they just need
a hand and assistance to overcome adversity.

I brought that passion and commitment to
Washington. I was, and remain, committed
to making a difference in the world. I lit-
erally approached being a Member of Con-
gress like my earlier career—full tilt and
leaving no stone unturned to have a mean-
ingful impact, and to make a difference on
issues where I could.

It is an honor to stand on this floor, debate
issues, and represent the people of Michi-
gan’s 10th Congressional District. I am proud
to be among the 12,500 or so Americans that
have had the privilege of serving in Congress.

But I have also begun asking myself about
making a difference for my family. My chil-
dren of all ages—but the youngest just nine
years old—have accepted their dad traveling
this country extensively, working a demand-
ing schedule, and frequently interrupting
“family time”” with calls, emails and text
messages. My spouse Sherry has been so sup-
portive and more patient than probably war-
ranted.

A career in Washington has never been my
objective. My objective has always been sim-
ply to work to address significant challenges
this nation faces: health care, immigration,
and infrastructure for example.

However, it appears to me that rhetoric
overwhelms policy, and politics consumes
much of the oxygen in this city.

The time has come to make a difference
for my family—to focus my time and energy
upon them—their needs and goals.

As George Washington is quoted: ‘I would
rather be on my farm than emperor of the
world.”

As a result—I have decided I will not seek
to continue to represent Michigan’s 10th Dis-
trict next term. After serving out the re-
mainder of the 116th Congress—I will return
to my family and our small farm..

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
ELI1SSA, again, for organizing this time
for many of his friends that would like
to say a few words tonight and push
him forward to get to that finish line
and come back.

God bless you.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Ms. STEVENS).

Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague, Congresswoman
SLOTKIN, for organizing this tribute
session to our friend and former col-
league, Paul Mitchell.

It is very symbolic of what it is like
to be a member of the Michigan delega-
tion. There are 14 of us—7 Democrats, 7
Republicans—representing a State of
just a little over 10 million people. And
yet, we come together time and time
again to champion matters and issues
for our State, whether it is the Great
Lakes or veterans’ issues or our auto-
motive industry.

Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what we
are doing here today. We are standing
up for our friend who is in a fight—a
fight against cancer. And we are doing
it on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives, for this man loves the
floor of the House of Representatives.
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So there is no place more symbolic
than this to tell Paul, ‘“You have got
this.”

Sherry, you have got this. And to
your kids, who I know you love dearly,
we are standing by you every step of
the way.

O 1800

Paul was certainly a champion not
only for the legislative process and the
business of doing government right by
people, but he was a champion for
Michigan. And if you hear his words, if
he has talked about his experience, his
recent diagnosis, you hear Paul saying:
This was a gift from God. This was a
gift from God.

Even when it got scary, because he is
getting a little bit more of life. He is
getting more of a chance to continue to
push and to stand up for what he knows
he has worked his life for, which is the
creation of his wonderful family, and
being in the State he loves so dearly.

Paul, I will just tell you, I have so
many fond memories of you. I have
fond memories from learning from you
on this very floor. I have fond memo-
ries of being at Chrysler with you,
which was really exciting for a first-
term Congresswoman to be alongside
you, seeing the new vehicles, and hav-
ing discussions with the workforce at
Chrysler in my district, but I know you
have many Chrysler employees in the
Michigan 10th District as well.

So those are the memories and those
are the things that we celebrate with
your service and also with your contin-
ued dedication. So it is a real privilege
and honor to be here with my col-
leagues, telling you, Paul: You have
got this, you are going to keep going,
and we are going to keep fighting an-
other day.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from New York (Mr.
REED).

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I truly
thank my colleague for organizing this
Special Order this evening for our
friend Paul Mitchell.

Mr. Speaker, I come here this
evening with no prepared remarks
other than to make some comments, as
shared by my colleagues about this
great man.

Paul Mitchell is truly a friend. Paul
Mitchell is someone I have gotten to
know over the years here in Congress,
and watched him develop in his own
right. I watched him become a very se-
rious and astute legislator. I watched
him join the Problem Solvers Caucus
that we started, and many of the col-
leagues have talked about the Problem
Solvers Caucus.

Paul came to us from leadership, and
in that process he did some things, be-
cause that is a very special club, and
we have some very special rules and
commitments to each other. In order
to fulfill those commitments and those
terms of honor in serving in that cau-
cus with our colleagues, he dem-
onstrated publicly, privately, and to
our fellow members of the Problem
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Solvers Caucus what it means to be an
honorable Member of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I will tell you, for that,
I was forever grateful to have been in a
position to encourage Paul to join the
Problem Solvers Caucus. And he, in
particular, one day exhibited that very
limited leadership quality that is so
lacking here in the United States
House of Representatives today, in my
opinion. He showed true courage, true
statesmanship, true leadership.

I just have to tell you, Paul, as we
got the news about your diagnosis—and
I am speaking to you directly here
from the floor, Paul—we all imme-
diately came to your side. We all, im-
mediately in our thoughts, in our pray-
ers, in our bond of friendship, stood
with you and your family. And we are
standing with you and your family as
you go through this next chapter of
your life, and please know that you are
not alone.

To you and to your family, as a Mem-
ber of this body, as a member of the
Problem Solvers Caucus, as a member
serving your country, as a great cit-
izen, we all stand with you and your
family as you go through this ordeal
that you face.

That being said, I join with my col-
leagues in saying, We Lknow Paul
Mitchell. We know your heart, Paul.
We know your tenacity and your perse-
verance. And we know you are going to
get through this, and you are going to
get through this in a way only Paul
Mitchell can get through it.

So as we come here today to give
some fine words on behalf of you, Paul,
and on behalf of your family, know we
are also sending more than words. We
are sending our shoulders to cry upon;
our shoulders to lean upon; and, as you
have exhibited over the years, even a
shoulder to laugh upon during this dif-
ficult time.

And it is those lessons of life that
you taught me, serving with you here
in the House, that you cannot take life
too seriously; that life is too short.

That is why, as my colleagues noted,
Paul retired to be with his young fam-
ily and his other children, to make
sure that he Kkept his priorities
straight.

And you did, Paul. You put your fam-
ily, you put your health, and you put
your future first in regards to the time
of your life to make that decision to
retire from this body.

So I am just humbled to be here with
my colleagues. I truly thank my col-
leagues on the Democratic side and on
the Republican side for coming here to-
night to honor one of our best from the
U.S. House of Representatives, Paul,
and that is you. And for that, we will
be forever grateful to be able to call
you a friend; a colleague; and, in the
end, a survivor.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. REED for those heartfelt words.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. PHILLIPS), an-
other member of the Problem Solvers
Caucus.
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Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Michigan and all
my friends for this Special Order hour.

Paul, you might not know this, but
you are an important mentor of mine,
one of the most important mentors I
have had in my brief career in this
Chamber. You represent the very most
precious and sometimes rare of at-
tributes in the U.S. Congress, and that
is principle.

You are a man of principle at a time
when our country needs that and you
more than ever. You are a man of great
intelligence and success and decency
and empathy and honesty and integ-
rity.

I remember my first conversation
with Paul, we were speaking about
higher education. And it was that con-
versation that reminded me that we
can learn so much more from people of
different perspectives than we do from
those who are cut from the same cloth.

And when Paul made the difficult but
very principled decision to become an
Independent at the end of his career
here in Congress, he wrote a letter to
the House Clerk to announce the
change in affiliation, and the last line
of the letter read: ‘“While admittedly
symbolic, we all know that symbols
matter. We all know that symbols mat-
ter.”

And when you retired from Congress,
Paul, you said: “I can’t begin to ex-
press to you how difficult it is to say
something like ‘I am done’ because I
have never been done before.”

And let me tell you, my friend, you
are not done yet, and we sure as heck
are not done with you. We love you,
Paul, and America joins me in sending
our love to you and yours as well.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. PHILLIPS for his heartfelt words.

In conclusion, Paul, as you can imag-
ine, we, of course, had our schedule
changed 12 different times today. There
are many, many more of our colleagues
who are submitting official notes for
the RECORD, and who are stuck in var-
ious places and will reach out directly.

But to you and your family, for the
legacy that you left in this place,
please know that we see you, we recog-
nize you, we believe in your will to
fight, and we are behind you 100 per-
cent.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues
for joining on both sides of the aisle.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG).

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman, and I wouldn’t have
missed this.

We have an Energy and Commerce
markup that continues on.

I guess through the chair to Paul, I
wouldn’t miss the opportunity to en-
courage you, and express through the
chair, Paul, my deep appreciation for
you as a friend, as a colleague, as a
fighter.

Though I have not heard all the com-
ments of my colleagues, I am sure that
they have said to you: We love you. We
are pulling for you, for Sherry, for the
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family. We are in your corner. But we
also know that you are the one who has
to fight this; and friends sometimes
feel that, in a very unique way, it is a
helpless feeling.

As we think about you and pray for
you, and as a co-chairman of the Con-
gressional Prayer Caucus, you probably
ought to expect that I am praying for
you, and I will. I am praying that God
will give you strength, patience, endur-
ance, and even a joy in the process of
what you are modeling to your family
as you go through this.

I know you are a tough guy. We have
had our verbal battles together all the
time, and I am not even going to admit
today that you may have won on a few
occasions. I know that you race cars,
and you race cars not to lose, and you
race cars to take that victory lap after
you went through the checker flag.
And right now we are expecting you to
race, to give it your absolute best, to
use all the resources necessary to con-
tinue on because your life is important
to your family, to your friends, and to
those of us who look on.

If we admit, though you are going
through a physical challenge that none
of us are going through right now, but
in the reality of life, none of us on the
floor right here now have any more
certainty about any longer time given
to us than you have. I might not make
it tomorrow. So it is important that we
buy up the day that we have. And my
prayers are that you are doing that in
the challenges that you face, Paul, in
the disappointments, in the discourage-
ments that come, and the dark hours
at night.

Yet there is someone. And I am not
saying this to you simply because I am
a preacher, even though I have gone to
the dark side. I am saying it to you be-
cause my relationship with the Savior
makes it possible for me to look to the
future, whatever that future means,
with hope, with certainty. The Jesus
who I hope is a spirit I exude to my col-
leagues, my friends, my neighbors, and
to you tonight, Paul, is the same one
who said: I come that you might have
life and have it abundantly.

He is the same one who came to die
for each of us and understands our
needs. He is the same one who said: I
am the resurrection and the life. He
that believes in me, though he die—and
we all will—yet shall he live. For who-
soever lives and believes in me shall
never abide in death.

That is an eternal thing. And, Paul,
you and I have talked about those spir-
itual things as well. Pull on to your
faith. You and Sherry pull on that
faith. Let it strengthen you. Let it en-
courage you. Let the loving, loving
Savior who gave himself for you and
me and everyone give you the strength
to battle on, to go on that racetrack of
challenge and whatever, to find a cer-
tainty that in Him there is an eternity,
there is an eternity that begins here
and now.

Paul, we love you. I love you. I will
be praying for you. I am counting on
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you to do everything you can. I am
counting on your family to be blessed
because of the example you are setting.
But I am also saying to you that we are
going to keep on supporting you. God
bless you, brother.

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. WALBERG for those kind words.

Paul, I hope you know the strength
that we are sending you, all of us on
both sides of the aisle. We feel it, we
have been talking about you and Sher-
ry and the Kkids constantly. And we
hope that from our convening on you,
you feel that strength and the power to
fight back and beat this thing.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

——
0 1815

REPUBLICANS ARE ADDRESSING
THE MAJOR CRISES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. GIMENEZ) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the subject of my
Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, during
our time tonight, my colleagues and I
will address the major crises happening
here at home and happening abroad.
Our message tonight will all have a
consistent theme: House Republicans
are leading the fight, whether it is pro-
tecting the Hyde amendment, taking
action to fix President Biden’s eco-
nomic crisis, or holding China account-
able for the COVID-19 coverup once and
for all.

On the last point, the time has come
for Congress to take seriously its job to
hold China accountable for their role in
the proliferation of the COVID-19 pan-
demic. This pandemic has Kkilled over
600,000 Americans, ruined the American
economy, forced into closure many
people’s livelihoods, and destabilized
our way of life.

Just as we did in the aftermath of 9/
11 and in response to the Great Reces-
sion, Speaker PELOSI and her col-
leagues on her side of the aisle cannot
abdicate Congress’ constitutional re-
sponsibility to investigate the origins
of COVID-19 and the roles both the Chi-
nese Communist Party and the World
Health Organization played in pre-
venting an expeditious global response.

A March 2020 report by the Univer-
sity of Southampton found that if
interventions in China could have been
conducted 1, 2, or 3 weeks earlier, then
cases could have been reduced by 66
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percent, 86 percent, and 95 percent, re-
spectively. That is inexcusable.

Luckily for the American people, Re-
publican Leader KEVIN MCCARTHY and
House Republicans have a plan to hold
China accountable and ensure an atroc-
ity such as the CCP virus never hap-
pens again.

The American people deserve trans-
parency. That is why Congress must
declassify information related to the
origins of COVID-19. Yes, that includes
any report that comes from President
Biden’s recent requests.

For far too long, the government has
allowed individuals with known ties to
the CCP or Chinese state-owned enter-
prises to benefit from American re-
search and innovation. That is why we
must continue to pursue policies that
curb any gains made by the Chinese
Communist Party.

It is also time for Congress to pro-
hibit the National Institutes of Health
or any entity that receives grants and
funding from NIH from conducting re-
search or spending resources on re-
search with malicious foreign actors.
This includes China. Our taxpayer dol-
lars should not be going into arming
our adversaries.

Foreign policy is a crucial element in
holding China accountable. Congress
must compel the administration to flex
its foreign policy posture and reform
the World Health Organization. As
more information comes forward, it is
evident that the WHO was complicit in
China’s coverup of the exploding pan-
demic. Their negligence is directly re-
sponsible for the loss of millions of
lives. We need trusted actors such as
Taiwan to form part of the organiza-
tion.

In keeping in line with a tough for-
eign policy stance, Congress must im-
plement a new round of tough and de-
liberate sanctions on anyone—whether
they are Chinese nationals with ties to
the CPP or high-level executives at the
World Health Organization—who will-
fully participated in the coverup of the
COVID-19 pandemic and helped prevent
a robust global response. Millions of
lives are on their hands.

Another tool at our disposal is for
Congress to pass the resolution intro-
duced by my Florida colleague, Con-
gressman MICHAEL WALTZ, and Senator
RICK ScoTT to prevent Beijing from
hosting the Winter Olympics.

Finally, we need to allow them to sue
the Chinese Communist Party and any
CCP official who participated in the
coverup that killed over half a million
Americans. They deserve no sovereign
immunity.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to do
our jobs and join Leader MCCARTHY and
the House Republicans in holding
China accountable, holding our adver-
saries accountable, and ensuring an
atrocity such as this never happens
again.

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to intro-
duce the Congressman from Texas,
Congressman VAN TAYLOR. Congress-
man VAN TAYLOR is a decorated Iraq
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War veteran and an important member
of the Financial Services Committee.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. TAYLOR).

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Florida’s 26th Dis-
trict for yielding.

On the heels of a global pandemic,
which crippled small businesses and
hurt workers, President Biden has of-
fered a budget that doesn’t address the
problems that we so desperately con-
front as Americans.

There is not any additional funding
for border security at a time right now
when our border is in crisis, despite the
fact that this budget has the highest
sustained tax burden and is the largest
budget ever in the history of this coun-
try. It is the largest budget to ever be
before this body.

The prescription in that budget is ex-
actly the opposite of where we need to
be going. As our economy comes out of
the fits and starts of recovering from
COVID, this threatens to overheat even
further our economy.

We know our economy is overheated.
Let me give you a couple of examples.

Since May 2020, home prices have in-
creased by almost 13 percent. Used car
and truck prices are up over 20 percent.
Lumber prices are up over 300 percent.
Cold rolled steel has gone from $630 a
ton to $1,450 a ton.

Our economy is overheated. The last
thing we need is the massive $565 tril-
lion of taxes and spending that is in
the budget today in front of this body.
You heard me correctly, Mr. Speaker,
$65 trillion directly from the pockets of
Americans who are already struggling
to pay these higher gas prices and to
pay for higher prices for groceries. This
is all a result of President Biden’s mis-
guided fiscal policies.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my Democrat
colleagues to please reconsider your
support for Biden’s broken budgeting
methods. In the great State of Texas,
small businesses and families live with-
in their means. We must do the same.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my esteemed colleague from Texas for
his great words.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from the 22nd District of Texas (Mr.
NEHLS), who is a veteran law enforce-
ment officer.

Mr. NEHLS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to highlight some of the stated
goals of the INVEST in America Act.

The INVEST in America Act creates
and sustains good-paying jobs, restores
global competitiveness, tackles cli-
mate change, modernizes infrastruc-
ture, and spurs long-term economic
growth.

These are laudable goals that most if
not all of us here support. However,
Mr. Speaker, when you focus on the
rail title, the INVEST in America Act
misses on all of those marks and, in
fact, has the potential to turn back the
clocks on our envy-of-the-world freight
rail system.

Freight railroads provide excellent,
high-paying jobs, with a Class 1 freight
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employee’s compensation
$132,000 per year.

On competitiveness, the freight rail
industry met the demands of our Na-
tion during the pandemic by never
closing and continually moving the
goods we needed to preserve public
health. They did all of it, I might add,
without asking for any bailout money.

On the environment, freight railroads
are also the most fuel-efficient way to
move freight over land. On average,
railroads move 1 ton of freight more
than 480 miles on 1 gallon of fuel.

On modern infrastructure, unlike the
rest of our Nation’s transportation sys-
tem, our freight rail system receives
the highest grade from the civil engi-
neers for their infrastructure, a B.

On economic opportunity, freight
rail’s economic impact in 2017 alone
manifested itself in over 1.1 million
jobs, $219 billion in economic output,
$71 billion in wages, and nearly $26 bil-
lion in total tax revenues.

The freight railroads can meet all of
these goals because the railroads, not
the American taxpayers, spend the $25
billion annually needed to improve and
maintain their infrastructure. Private
companies are simply better custodians
of infrastructure networks than the
Federal Government, and we should be
utilizing that simple reality, not be-
moaning it.

While President Biden, Secretary
Buttigieg, and Chairman DEFAZIO regu-
larly profess their love for trains, the
truth is that it only extends to the
highly subsidized passenger version.

The INVEST in America Act spends
almost $100 billion on Amtrak. Amtrak
ridership was already collapsing out-
side of the Northeast Corridor before
COVID. Where passenger rail makes
sense, private companies like Virgin
Trains are building new passenger
lines.

The rail title couldn’t include provi-
sions to accelerate the deployment of
new safety technologies on freight rail
but ensures that French toast will be
served on every Amtrak train. It does
nothing to expand freight rail service
by moving new and in-demand products
like liquefied natural gas but will pay
to roll empty Amtrak trains through
new parts of the country.

If Amtrak is so good and deserves an
850 percent funding increase from the
previous rail title, I challenge everyone
voting for the INVEST in America Act
to use Amtrak instead of an airline the
next time you need to head from your
district to the Capitol.

This rail title is too expensive, too
damaging to the economy, and too par-
tisan to pass. However, it is not too
late to work together.

I introduced an amendment to the
Rules Committee to strike the entire
rail title. The base text is simply too
flawed to fix, and we must do better.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, it is my
honor to introduce the Congressman
from California, MIKE GARcIA. Con-
gressman GARCIA flew over 30 combat
missions during Operation Iraqi Free-
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dom as a naval aviator. We thank him
for his service.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from California (Mr. GARCIA).

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to call on Con-
gress and the Biden administration to
hold China accountable for its role in
the COVID-19 pandemic. The evidence
suggests that this virus, like too many
other things in the world, was made in
China.

Despite the growing evidence sur-
rounding China’s lack of transparency
and mishandling of the COVID-19 pan-
demic, House Democrats continue to
stonewall Republican efforts to inves-
tigate the origins of COVID-19. Repub-
licans have made numerous calls for
the need to investigate the origins of
COVID and hold China accountable,
but the majority has yet to hold a sin-
gle hearing on it.

This is shameful. Americans deserve
transparency, and they deserve an-
swers. We must hold China accountable
for its coverup of this deadly virus that
has taken the lives of 3.8 million hu-
mans worldwide, including 600,000
American lives.

Under the Trump administration, we
had an investigation in place to inves-
tigate the origins of COVID-19, but
that necessary investigation was ended
by this Biden administration. Instead
of holding our adversaries accountable,
the current administration is bowing
down to them. They have chosen a
strategy of appeasement rather than
accountability.

If America wants to remain a leader
on the global stage and if we want to
remain a safe and secure nation, then
we must hold China and other adver-
saries absolutely accountable.

My Republican colleagues and I stand
ready to work across the aisle to de-
liver the transparency and answers
that Americans deserve. I hope that
our colleagues across the aisle will join
us in our efforts.
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Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, GLENN
GROTHMAN from Wisconsin is an experi-
enced legislator in Wisconsin and a
United States Congressman.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. GROTHMAN).

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

As we turn on the news every night
and we think again and again about all
of the changes to America that have
happened in the last 4 months, it is so
easy to just focus on the border or
focus on the inflation or focus on the
constant drumbeat that America is a
horrible, racist nation. And by doing
so, we forget the huge changes we have
had in American law and American
funding that affect the number of abor-
tions that happen not only in the
United States, but around the world.

It is hard to believe that throughout
most of this country’s history, even be-
fore ultrasounds were invented, the
consensus in this country was that
abortion was horrific; it was murder.
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What have we done in the last few
months?

First of all, we have repealed the
Mexico City policy so that funds are
once again going to organizations
abroad that don’t directly but indi-
rectly fund abortions.

Secondly, we have overturned Presi-
dent Trump’s Protect Life rule, which
will reopen Title X Family Planning
funding for Planned Parenthood. We
believe that under this, Planned Par-
enthood has received $60 million a
year, which not only, in part, goes to
fund abortions, but also goes to fund an
organization that is designed to en-
courage or change America’s tradi-
tional dislike of abortion.

We are restoring funding to the U.N.
Population Fund, which supported Chi-
na’s birth limit law, and is also pros-
elytizing for abortion.

In the latest attack on unborn babies
and pro-life Americans, President
Biden released a fiscal year 2022 budget
that removes the Hyde amendment, the
longstanding provision that prohibits
Federal funding of abortions.

We don’t believe this is what Ameri-
cans want. The vast majority of Ameri-
cans do not support taxpayer funding
of abortion. So much for the unity that
President Biden promised us.

There is, over time, more and more
scientific literature that demonstrates
unborn babies can feel pain at a very
earlier gestational age, at the 15-week-
old gestational age. So much for
science. This is pro-abortion extre-
mism. We can start by making the
Hyde amendment permanent by pass-
ing H.R. 18, the No Taxpayer Funding
for Abortion Act.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
couldn’t agree more with the gen-
tleman about the Hyde amendment. I
think the majority of Americans
couldn’t agree with the gentleman
more about the Hyde amendment. We
need to maintain that the majority of
Americans do not want to fund tax-
payer-funded abortions.

Mr. Speaker, Congressman JOHN
ROSE from Tennessee is an eighth-gen-
eration farmer and a key member of
the Financial Services Committee.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. ROSE).

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, I thank Rep-
resentative GIMENEZ for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise before you to-
night to speak on behalf of those who
cannot speak for themselves. The right
to life is one of the founding principles
of our Nation. Every human being born
or unborn is entitled to life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness.

Our government was created to se-
cure these rights without exception,
not to take them away. Yet, today, we
see this right under attack as the
Biden administration continues their
war on the unborn by seeking to re-
move the Hyde amendment, a long-
standing pro-life protection that has
saved 2.5 million lives from abortion
since 1976.

As a father of two sons, Guy and
Sam, I have been blessed to watch
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them grow from a tiny dot on a med-
ical monitor to the strong and healthy
boys they are today. When I look at my
sons, I am crestfallen for the millions
and millions of children whose lives
have been cruelly taken right as they
were beginning.

Not too long ago, President Joe
Biden stated: ‘“Those of us who are op-
posed to abortion should not be com-
pelled to pay for it.”

But this proposed budget fails to in-
clude the Hyde amendment, making it
clear that President Biden does not
value life. Before coming to Wash-
ington, I vowed to be unapologetically
pro-life.

I stand before you tonight because I,
along with most of my fellow Ten-
nesseans, disagree with this adminis-
tration and believe taxpayer dollars
should never be used to fund abortions.

Societies are measured by how they
treat their most vulnerable. That in-
cludes the unborn. This is why it sick-
ens me to see the Biden administra-
tion’s intention to use the power of the
Federal Government to force us to sup-
port and fund organizations that per-
form abortions.

I thank God for the miracle that is
life, and I will work to secure a chance
at life for every unborn baby so that we
may hear their voice, see their poten-
tial, and give them the same basic op-
portunity at living that we have se-
cured and received ourselves.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his comments.

Congressman GLENN THOMPSON from
Pennsylvania is the ranking member of
the Agriculture Committee. Mr.
THOMPSON and I share a common expe-
rience as former firefighters.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON), a
Congressman and a former firefighter.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I thank my brother fire-
fighter for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to address
the importance of the Hyde amend-
ment.

In the Declaration of Independence,
Thomas Jefferson penned three
unalienable rights: life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness.

As Members of Congress, it is our job
to uphold those rights, and that can
start with protecting the Hyde amend-
ment. For over 40 years, the Hyde
amendment has maintained bipartisan
support and passed through Congress.
Even President Joe Biden, then-Sen-
ator Joe Biden, supported this amend-
ment.

The Hyde amendment ensures that
Americans are not forced to pay for
abortions with their tax dollars. But
this year, the Hyde amendment is
under attack. The current administra-
tion budget proposal calls for the Hyde
amendment to be removed from the fis-
cal year 2022 budget. This is radical,
even for Democrats.

The Hyde amendment saves lives.
Since its original introduction, nearly
2.5 million lives have been saved from
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abortion. With nearly 60 percent of
Americans agreeing that taxpayer dol-
lars should not be used to fund abor-
tions, we must keep the Hyde amend-
ment in the fiscal year 2022 budget and
beyond.

For these reasons, I am proud to be
an original cosponsor of H.R. 18, the No
Taxpayer Funding for Abortion Act.
This bill would make the Hyde amend-
ment permanent and governmentwide.
Mr. Speaker, we know life begins at
conception. That is why we must stand
up and continue to fight for the un-
born.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. THOMPSON for his comments.

Mr. Speaker, Congressman SCOTT
PERRY from Pennsylvania retired as a
brigadier general in the Army and now
represents the people of Pennsylvania’s
10th District. I thank the gentleman
for his service.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY).

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. GIMENEZ for being here and invit-
ing us.

Over the past year and a half, the
American people have endured a na-
tionwide pandemic and its impact on
every aspect of all of our lives. More
than 600,000 Americans have died, and
their families have suffered the im-
measurable grief of that. This was all
preventable.

The Communist Party is directly re-
sponsible. I don’t know why we can’t
say it. I don’t know why we can’t look
into it. Our economy was devastated
and lives were crushed; things that can
never be gotten back. People lost jobs.
People lost their dreams. It can’t be
gotten back.

It is going to take our economy years
to rebuild. Americans want answers
and they deserve answers. I don’t un-
derstand why the majority party here
doesn’t want to investigate this. They
want to investigate everything else,
but they are not interested in this.

Let me tell you what we know. In No-
vember of 2019, scientists at the Wuhan
Institute of Virology came down with a
sickness consistent with COVID-19. We
know that the World Health Organiza-
tion’s initial report—and I say initial
because it was so politically charged,
they had to come up with another
one—China maintained sole authority
of those investigating it.

Oh, by the way, 60 of the people who
were investigating it weren’t sci-
entists. Somehow we trust them, but
we can’t have our own investigations.
The Chinese Communist Party is
guilty of obstruction of evidence. It is
clear. It is clear.

Now, while the majority has denied
calls for an investigation, continuing
the cult of fear—and let me talk to you
about the cult of fear. Remember when
touching a doorknob was supposed to
give you the virus?

You couldn’t shake hands. You had
to buy as much toilet paper and water
as you could because you couldn’t go to
the store. You couldn’t visit your loved
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ones. And heaven forbid your kids go to
school. And even today, when we want
our kids to go to school, we are told we
are terrorists and science deniers.

Let’s stop the cult of fear. Let’s stop
it. Let’s get the majority party, let’s
beseech the majority party to open an
investigation because the American
people deserve to know the origins of
this virus.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the Congressman for his comments. I
couldn’t agree with him more. My
opening statements were about China
and their complicity, and we do need to
investigate China and the World Health
Organization and find out what did
they know and when did they know it.
Again, as I said, if we had known about
this 1, 2, or 3 weeks earlier, we could
have saved an incredible number of
lives.

Mr. Speaker, Congressman MICHAEL
CLOUD represents the 13th District of
Texas and is the only Texas Republican
on the Agriculture Committee.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CLOUD).

Mr. CLOUD. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate being here, and I thank the gen-
tleman for leading this. This is such an
important topic.

We have seen ourselves in the last
year and a half go from the greatest
economy the world has ever seen to
very perilous times for the American
people.

Some of it not of our choosing; some
of it, unfortunately, of our choosing.
About a year and a half ago I would
ask in virtually every meeting I went
to in my district throughout Texas, I
would ask every industry: What is your
biggest problem right now?

And they would tell us: We can’t find
enough people.

Now, the reason was very different a
year and a half ago than it is today. I
get the same answer, but for very dif-
ferent reasons. A year and a half ago
the economy was doing so good. Busi-
nesses were booming. We were hiring.
Wages were growing across every de-
mographic. Now it is because we are
paying people to stay home.

This is an attack against the Amer-
ican worker, against the American
economy, against the American work
ethic that took us from struggling
Colonies to an amazing, amazing influ-
ence on the world stage, to the greatest
economy ever in all of humanity.

Now, what is really troubling is to
see the attack against the American
worker that this administration has
chosen to pick out, certain industries
that were very strong for us, particu-
larly the energy industry. We have
seen pipelines shut down here, while
pipelines are encouraged to be built in
our adversarial nations. We have seen
this push toward green energy so that
we can buy solar panels from China,
while China continues to build hun-
dreds of coal power plants.

So this, obviously, isn’t about the en-
vironment. This is about destabilizing
the economy here at home, while we
empower adversarial nations abroad.
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Recently, I was at the border. And we
funded border infrastructure in the last
administration. But now we have
stopped it, even though the contract is
already signed, and we won’t even con-
tinue the contracts enough to plug in
the lights that are already built at the
border.

What is going on at the border is
wreaking havoc on communities
throughout our States and throughout
this Nation.

We talk also about China and the
devastating impact they have had on
the coronavirus. We need to investigate
that. This administration needs to step
up and investigate that. There was
some talk some time ago about how
Fauci had sent money to the Wuhan
lab and whether or not that was fund-
ing gain-of-function research or not.

Whether or not it was, what in the
world are we doing sending money to a
Wuhan lab when China is the number
one thief?

They steal more intellectual prop-
erty than any other nation-state from
us.

We can make America work. America
works when we support the American
worker. Let’s get back to doing that.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman CLOUD for his comments.

Mr. Speaker, Congressman JOHN
JOYCE of Pennsylvania is part of the
Doctors Caucus and has worked with
the U.S. Navy at Naval Hospital Ports-
mouth in Virginia during Operations
Desert Shield and Desert Storm. I
thank the gentleman for his service.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. JOYCE).

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, my commitment to life is
rooted in the unequivocal truth that
every person is created in the image
and likeness of God. As a father and a
grandfather, I can tell you that there is
no greater gift than new life.

As a doctor, I can tell you that
science confirms what we have known
for centuries. Every unborn child is a
person deserving of fundamental
rights. During the span of my own
medical career, I have witnessed re-
markable innovation. With today’s
technology, there can be no doubt that
a child in the womb is a living person.

Despite this evidence, Democrats are
mounting unprecedented attacks on
pro-life protections. First, President
Biden repealed the Mexico City policy.
Then House Democrats blocked the
Born Alive Abortion Survivors Protec-
tion Act. Now they are attempting to
repeal the Hyde amendment, which
bans Federal funds from being used to
pay for abortion services.
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Since 1976, this key protection has
been attached to all legislation passed
in Congress, preventing American tax-
payers from funding abortion against
their will.

It is wholly reprehensible to require
pro-life Americans to pay for abortion
against their conscience. As Congress
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considers appropriations legislation, I
urge my colleagues to dispense with
their attack on the longstanding Hyde
amendment.

To uphold the dignity of human life,
we must preserve this protection. It is
simple: The Hyde amendment saves
lives.

Despite the challenges ahead, we
must persevere in this fight. As we
read in Romans 12: ‘“Do not be over-
come by evil, but overcome evil with
good.”

Our enduring commitment to protect
image-bearers and defend the sanctity
of human life will prevail.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, who
would know better about protecting
life and saving life than the good doc-
tor from Pennsylvania and my col-
league, Congressman JOHN JOYCE.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. HILL), who has led
a distinguished career in business and
public service and serves as a member
of the Financial Services Committee.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend and appreciate him calling us to-
gether tonight to talk about the mis-
takes that President Biden is making,
the crises that his policies are brewing
across a number of areas.

Tonight, I rise, Mr. Speaker, to ad-
dress the state of our economic future.

In the wake of the COVID-19 pan-
demic, Congress came together last
year on a bipartisan basis and targeted
relief to provide for families and hard-
working Americans.

Now, as vaccines are distributed and
Americans are returning to work, the
Biden administration is spending an
unprecedented amount of money in an
untargeted way. Six trillion dollars,
Mr. Speaker, and $6 trillion of deficits
for 10 years to come. They are funding
a manic, untargeted wish list that, in
my view, is going to impoverish our
kids and grandkids and contribute to
too many dollars chasing too few
goods.

When you combine this fiscal policy
with the Federal Reserve buying of $120
billion of Government debt every
month, you are brewing inflation, Mr.
Speaker. In my view, inflation is just a
tax on hardworking Americans trying
to save for retirement, trying to save
money for kids in college, trying to
buy the necessities of gas, food, build a
new home, add onto a home; and this
inflation is a tax on working Ameri-
cans. Joe Biden and his illiterate eco-
nomic policy, both in monetary policy
and fiscal policy, are contributors.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans have a bet-
ter way. We have a better way to tar-
get spending, balance our budget, and
not impoverish our kids and grandkids.
If Republicans take this House back,
Mr. Speaker, we will get our economic
house in order.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. MEUSER), who comes from a fam-
ily dedicated to public service. He
serves as a member of the Veterans® Af-
fairs Committee and the Education and
Labor Committee.
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Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, we are
here with over 600,000 American fatali-
ties from the COVID virus.

Anyone who referred to the COVID
virus as the China virus, or originating
in Wuhan, has been somewhat ridiculed
along the way. Yet, the evidence con-
tinues to mount that the origins of the
virus were certainly from Wuhan and
very likely from the Wuhan virology
lab.

Leader MCCARTHY recently put out
eight pillars of action, an action plan,
for what we, in a bipartisan manner, as
Americans, should mandate, should re-
quire, should pursue.

The first, number one, is declassifica-
tion of intelligence; bringing trans-
parency to U.S. intelligence about
what China knew about the virus,
about its origins, and when they knew
it.

Number two, prohibit the dangerous
gain of function research in and with
China.

Number three, prohibition on the Na-
tional Institutes of Health that are
funding adversarial foreign govern-
ments. We need to ensure American tax
dollars don’t fund foreign governments
intent on harming the U.S. and our al-
lies.

Number four, an overhaul of the
World Health Organization and coun-
terintelligence investigation. Trans-
parency and clear understanding of the
inner workings of the World Health Or-
ganization is what Americans and the
world are demanding.

Number five, utilizing existing au-
thorities to perform investigations and
launch independent investigations of
COVID’s origins.

Number six, visa restrictions and
sanctions on any agency or individual
who there is evidence to show was in-
volved in any form of coverup or mis-
leading of the general public when it
comes to COVID’s origins.

Number seven, yes, waive Chinese
sovereign immunity; allow families of
COVID victims to sue China for any
damages.

And, unless the above is met, we relo-
cate the 2022 Olympics from China. The
world cannot gather in China for peace-
ful games when we have strong evi-
dence to believe that this virus origi-
nated in Wuhan and was covered up.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank my colleague from Pennsylva-
nia’s 13th District for those strong
words and strong ideas on why we need
to hold the people accountable who un-
leashed this horrific virus on the
United States and the world at large.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. MILLER),
who is a farmer, a business manager,
and a member of the Agriculture Com-
mittee and Education and Labor Com-
mittee.

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, the Biden administration is pro-
moting its American Jobs Plan as an
infrastructure proposal. In reality, it is
just a tax-and-spend package that has
little to do with actual infrastructure.
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We can all agree that the Nation’s in-
frastructure is a key component to a
well-functioning economy. However,
Democrats are disguising a liberal wish
list of big government programs as in-
frastructure.

Of the $2.25 trillion in total spending,
only 5 percent is going to go toward
traditional road infrastructure
projects.

The Biden administration is labeling
everything they propose as infrastruc-
ture in an attempt to deceive the
American people into thinking that
they are talking about roads and
bridges.

Our constituents deserve an honest
accounting of what Congress proposes
to do with their hard-earned tax dol-
lars.

President Biden’s infrastructure plan
is not about infrastructure; it is about
growing the size and power of the Fed-
eral Government.

This plan is fiscally irresponsible,
and it adds to the massive debt burden
that we are leaving our children and
grandchildren. We should mourn over
what we are leaving our children and

grandchildren.
The American people deserve better.
Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1

couldn’t agree with the Congress-
woman more. As a father and a grand-
father, it is atrocious, the debt that we
are going to be leaving our children
and our grandchildren. We are stealing
their future. They will not have the
money that they need to provide for
their programs and their infrastructure
that they are going to need to fund in
the future. That is one of the reasons
why I wholeheartedly agree with her.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. MANN), who is a fifth
generation Kansan and proudly serves
on the Agriculture Committee and Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee. He rep-
resents Kansas’ First District.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to dis-
cuss winners and losers under Presi-
dent Biden’s policies.

When I was a kid playing eight-man
football for the Quinter Bulldogs in
rural Kansas, there wasn’t much room
for debate on the winners and losers of
the game. You either won or you
didn’t. You either scored more touch-
downs, more 2-point conversions, and
got more tackles than the other team,
or you didn’t. Plain and simple.

The same is true with America
today. President Biden’s progressive
policies make for very clear winners
and very clear losers. Consider these
three examples:

Winner number one:
China. Loser: America.

On January 31, 2020, America re-
ceived warning that the coronavirus
had possibly been engineered in the
Wuhan Institute of Virology in Wuhan,
China. In late 2020, America began in-
vestigating the link between the spread
of the coronavirus and the Wuhan lab.
In one of his first acts as President,
Joe Biden prematurely ended the inves-
tigation into the Wuhan lab.

Communist

H3075

Now, with new, insurmountable evi-
dence that the coronavirus could have
been engineered in the Wuhan lab,
President Biden and Speaker NANCY
PELOSI refuse to investigate the origins
of COVID-19 even with overwhelming
support for an investigation. On top of
that, President Biden refuses to stop
American taxpayer-funded research at
that very Wuhan lab.

It has been more than a year since
the pandemic shut down the country.
Today, nationwide, coronavirus cases
have dramatically decreased. America
is finally getting back to normal. Busi-
nesses across the country are ready to
reopen and welcome back customers.
Unfortunately, President Biden’s
bonus, the new monthly unemployment
checks being distributed on top of the
already existing unemployment
checks, is paying a premium for work-
ers to remain at home rather than find-
ing work. The data doesn’t lie. There
are nearly 8 million job openings in
America right now, a new record. I
have heard from countless small busi-
ness owners in the Big First who cite
the Biden bonus as the reason they
cannot find workers and completely re-
open.

While Communist China covers up
COVID-19, President Biden is denying
science, keeping people unemployed,
and hurting America’s prosperity.
Under President Biden’s policies,
America loses.

Winner two:
Loser: America.

President Biden created a full-scale
crisis at our southern border. He prom-
ised outright citizenship to more than
11 million illegal immigrants, placed a
moratorium on deportations, and halt-
ed border wall construction.

These lax policies lure drug cartels,
who in turn make hundreds of millions
of dollars exploiting children. The car-
tels will even throw migrant children
in the Rio Grande as a distraction, to
avoid being apprehended. The daily av-
erage of unaccompanied minors cross-
ing the southern border has sky-
rocketed since President Biden took of-
fice.

These policies also create chaos for
Americans living near the border.
American farmers and ranchers on the
border are forced to check their live-
stock in the daylight, as it is too dan-
gerous for them to leave their homes at
night. American families are keeping
their kids indoors at all hours of the
day. American law enforcement offi-
cers and Border Patrol are overworked
and shorthanded.

Meanwhile, President Biden and Vice
President Harris have yet to visit the
border and refuse to secure our country
and enforce immigration laws. Under

The Mexican cartels.

President Biden’s policies, America
loses.

Winner three: Socialism. Loser:
America.

Just a few weeks ago, later than any
other President in a transition year,
President Biden released his $6 trillion
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budget. The budget is the most egre-
gious, most shortsighted, and costliest
budget America has ever seen.

President Biden’s budget is a progres-
sive wish list in disguise. He wants us
funding the Green New Deal, spending
$174 billion on subsidies to the electric
car market and $40 billion to retrain
employees who lost their jobs after he
blocked the Keystone Pipeline, all in
an attempt to replace the oil and gas
industry. He wants $63.5 billion for
international spending, but none for
America’s longtime ally, Israel, clearly
bowing to Democrats on their record of
anti-Semitic language and slurs. And
he refuses to protect our dollars from
being spent on abortions, removing a
pro-life protection that 77 percent of
Americans support and a protection
even Biden supported for years before
his Presidential campaign.

While socialists are pleased with
Biden’s latest spending spree, the eco-
nomic disaster to follow will cripple
American families’ purchasing power
and leave future generations with the
crushing burden of the national debt.
Under President Biden’s policies,
America loses.

Sadly, the greatest loser in all of this
is our freedom, the freedom to open our
businesses and make a living when we
choose, the freedom to own land with-
out the fear of a land grab, the freedom
for law-abiding Americans to own and
use firearms, the freedom to live out
our faith without being persecuted by
the government, the freedom to speak
freely on college campuses, and the
freedom to win.

Our Founding Fathers ensured that
these freedoms do not flow from a Kking,
another country, or government, and
they never will. Under freedom, Amer-
ica always wins.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
CARL), who is a successful small busi-
ness owner and a valued member of the
Armed Services Committee and Nat-
ural Resources Committee.

Mr. CARL. Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr.
GIMENEZ for overseeing this and calling
us together.

Mr. Speaker, let’s not forget what we
have gone through in the last year and
a half.

In the last year and a half, person-
ally, I have seen a campaign that we
have had to run while talking through
doors. We had campaigns that were vir-
tually unheard of in the past.

Those of us that did win, when we
came to Washington, we were all treat-
ed equally, but we were treated like a
disease. We were locked down in a
hotel; our food was slipped to us
through a plastic cover, in a paper bag;
and that is the way we lived for a week
through orientation.

O 1900

I am not blaming anyone. We had no
idea what was going on. We all lived in
fear. We all worried about this. But we
are Americans and we are tough. We
are tough. So we have made it. We have
made it so far.
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The changes we have seen, the birth-
days that we have missed, the parents
that we have seen that have passed
away without us being there with
them, I mean, we have all lived
through this. We have got to reach
across the aisle, and we have got to get
America answers, answers to where
this pandemic actually started. I en-
courage everyone to do that.

Millions have lost jobs and necessary
incomes while countless others lost
loved ones to the virus. Meanwhile, the
American public is constantly being
misled over the origins of the spread of
this COVID-19.

First, we need to declassify all infor-
mation related to the origins of
COVID-19. Then we need to prohibit
the National Institutes of Health from
giving funds to irresponsible foreign
governments, like China. And, finally,
we need to investigate the Chinese
Communist Party’s role in the origin
and the spread of this virus.

The evidence is clear that the Chi-
nese Communist Party intentionally
hid information and lied about the
truth about this virus. It is time for
answers, and it is time for us to hold
them accountable for the spread of this
horrific pandemic. The American peo-
ple and the whole world deserves to
know the truth.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to stop, hesitate, and let’s
work together on this. Let’s join to-
gether and find out the truth and pre-
vent something like this from hap-
pening again. It is very important to
this country and this Nation.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I now
yield to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
BABIN), who represents Texags’ 36th Dis-
trict. He is a lifelong resident of east
Texas and my colleague on the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee and the Science, Space, and
Technology Committee.

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend from Florida, a former
mayor, for yielding. I am a former
mayor myself.

Mr. Speaker, every single action that
the Chinese Communist Party takes
leaves me with no doubt that they are
not friends of ours. For years, Beijing
has stolen American intelligence, tech-
nology, and intellectual property in
their relentless pursuit to supersede us
as the number one superpower in the
world.

So it should come as no surprise to
anyone that more than a year after
COVID-19 magically manifested itself
and escaped China and took the world
by storm, killing millions, we are still
asking ourselves: How did it happen? Is
there something that China is not tell-
ing us?

The simple answer is yes, there is
plenty that the CCP is not telling us.
We can’t even begin to solve the ques-
tion of how this happened until we
start a formal investigation.

Unfortunately, it is not just the CCP
who refuses to allow a transparent and
thorough investigation into the
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pandemic’s origins. It is also my col-
leagues across the aisle. After all, se-
crecy and diversion seem to be a stand-
ard practice for both the Democrat
Party and Beijing.

Why are the Democrats refusing to
allocate resources so that we can solve
the problems and questions sur-
rounding something this major?

They are perfectly happy to spend
$1.9 billion of Americans’ hard-earned
tax dollars for security upgrades to the
Capitol complex due to the events of
January 6, where one person died, but
cannot be bothered to spend a dime to
investigate how 600,000 Americans died.

There is mounting evidence that the
COVID-19 pandemic started in a Chi-
nese laboratory and that the Chinese
Communist Party covered it up.

Don’t the more than 33 million Amer-
icans who have been infected with
COVID and the loved ones of the more
than 600,000 Americans who passed
away from it deserve an explanation?

To blindly just believe that this glob-
al pandemic started from a bat in a wet
market in the very same city where ge-
netic analyses of coronaviruses are
done at the Wuhan Institute of Virol-
ogy without doing any sort of an inves-
tigation is a dereliction of our duty. It
is inexcusable and downright ignorant.

This administration and this Con-
gress must hold the Chinese Com-
munist Party’s feet to the fire and give
us some answers. We deserve the truth.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
FRANKLIN), my friend and colleague. He
has served as a naval aviator in the
U.S. Navy for 26 years. I thank him for
his service.

Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, because of its great
weather, beautiful beaches, and low
taxes, a friend who once served as my
Congressman liked to say that, for
many around the country, Florida is
the reward for a life well lived.

As liberal States continue to run
their governments into the ground and
the pandemic has accelerated our abil-
ity to work remotely, it is no longer
just retirees who are moving to the
Sunshine State in droves. In fact, near-
ly 330,000 have relocated there in the
past year alone.

With its strategic location along cen-
tral Florida’s I-4 corridor, Florida’s
15th Congressional District is one of
the fastest growing areas in the coun-
try. Our current transportation infra-
structure is already inadequate. It is a
problem that will only accelerate going
forward unless we act now. I am sure
many communities across the country
can relate.

Both sides of the aisle can agree that
our Nation’s highways, airports, water
infrastructure, ports, and broadband
networks are the arteries of our na-
tional commerce and worthy invest-
ments of taxpayer money.

The good news is Republicans are
taking the lead to meet these infra-
structure needs. First, we are pro-
posing a major overhaul of our Federal
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project review and permitting proc-
esses. When I formerly served on the
board of the Transportation Planning
Organization in my home district, we
routinely had critical needs that wait-
ed years for funding. Some of those
have still not been funded. So speeding
up that process is a critical first step.

We are also proposing a $460 billion
framework that will make crucial in-
vestments in our Nation’s transpor-
tation system, water infrastructure,
and broadband networks. This frame-
work represents an investment in the
real infrastructure Americans need,
not bizarre reinterpretations of infra-
structure or partisan pet projects.

Congress has talked about infrastruc-
ture investment for years. It is time to
put words into action. I hope the Presi-
dent will continue to listen to voices
on both sides of the aisle to enact a bi-
partisan solution that our country so
desperately needs.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentlewoman from Tennessee
(Mrs. HARSHBARGER). She has been a
successful pharmacist and business
owner for over three decades.

Mrs. HARSHBARGER. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to speak about the impor-
tant need for an investigation into Chi-
na’s role in the origin of COVID-19.

More than 600,000 Americans and 3.8
million people have died worldwide
from the virus, and now it is becoming
more evident than ever that the virus
may have originated from a leak at the
Wuhan Institute of Virology.

It is also clear that China withheld
critical information at the beginning
of the pandemic to cover up how deadly
the virus could become. We have de-
manded an investigation to find out
what Chinese Communist Party leaders
knew and when they knew it. My col-
leagues from across the aisle have
blocked our attempts.

Millions have died and countless oth-
ers have suffered from the economic ef-
fects of the pandemic. The American
people deserve answers as to how the
outbreak originated, and the Chinese
Communist Party must be held ac-
countable if they are responsible for
the outbreak and its global spread.

The bottom line is this: China lied
and people did die. We need an inves-
tigation now.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
WITTMAN). He is an experienced govern-
ment official. We share a common
background in local government, hav-
ing both served as mayors.

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, over 3.8
million people across the world have
died from COVID-19, over 600,000 Amer-
icans have died. We deserve to know
how the COVID-19 pandemic began.

There is mounting evidence to show
that the Wuhan Institute of Virology is
a probable source of that. If we look at
the assertions by China to say that this
was transmitted naturally from a bat
through a wet market, things just
don’t add up.

If we look at the information we have
gotten from our intelligence commu-
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nities, if we look at what we have seen
to this point across the whole spec-
trum, we deserve to know exactly what
has happened.

If we want to uncover the truth be-
hind COVID-19, if we are serious about
preventing future pandemics, if we are
serious about holding China account-
able, then I believe we need to do ev-
erything we can to follow the science.

By profession and by education, I am
a biologist. In fact, I worked in and ran
laboratories for years, laboratories
that handled pathogenic organisms. I
know the things that need to be done
to uncover exactly what happened at
the Wuhan lab.

It doesn’t make sense to look at the
assertions that China makes and some-
how believe that that is indeed the
case. I don’t think that this is a ran-
dom event. I do believe that there are
links to the Wuhan lab that must have
an independent and thoughtful evalua-
tion of exactly what happened.

We have to force China to allow a
free, objective, and independent eval-
uation of exactly what happened at the
Wuhan Institute of Virology and deter-
mine what role did it play in the ori-
gins of this pandemic. We have to do
that.

I want to ensure the investigation
happens and that we hold Chinese offi-
cials accountable. That is why I intro-
duced The World Deserves to Know
Act, because, indeed, the world de-
serves to know. The World Deserves to
Know Act will sanction key Chinese of-
ficials in their Centers for Disease Con-
trol, in their national health commis-
sion who obfuscated data, the data nec-
essary to determine exactly what hap-
pened; and also, through our intel-
ligence gathering, to identify those in-
dividuals in the Chinese Communist
Party that persecuted scientists, that
persecuted citizen journalists that
sought to divulge the truth about what
happened there. There must be a free,
open, and independent evaluation that
is allowed in order for us to know.
Again, the world deserves to know.

In the meantime, what my bill would
do is also prohibit funding from going
to China from any U.S. institution, our
universities, our colleges, anyplace
that would send money either to the
National Health Commission or any en-
tity associated with the National
Health Commission, like the Wuhan
lab for the research that we have seen
going on there, the gain-of-function re-
search. We have to make sure that that
happens.

I want to make sure, too, that we
identify where dollars have gone from
the U.S., from the National Institutes
of Health or any other governmental
entity or any entity associated with
our Federal Government, State govern-
ments, or local governments that may
have sent money to China for gain-of-
function research. We have to know ex-
actly where the money went, where it
came from, and who was the decision-
maker about how that money got
there. And that needs to go all the way
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up through our bureaucracies not only
at the Federal level, but at the State
level also. Anywhere there is an asso-
ciation, that needs to be known.

I want to make sure, too, that my
bill allows Taiwan observer status in
the World Health Organization to make
sure that they check China’s malign
influence over the organization. Tai-
wan was at the very beginning of mak-
ing sure that this was transparent.

This is not about political games-
manship. This is about getting to the
truth not only for the sake of truth
itself, but to make sure the United
States never suffers another pandemic
like the one we just endured.

I hope that all my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle will join me in hold-
ing China accountable and supporting
and cosponsoring The World Deserves
to Know Act.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I now
yield to the gentleman from California
(Mr. LAMALFA). He represents Califor-
nia’s First District. He serves on the
Agriculture Committee and the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, we talk
a lot about infrastructure around here.
The American people wonder what is
that actually going to mean coming
out here. Well, it really needs to be fo-
cused on things that we are short of,
but would be fixing our highways, fix-
ing our bridges, things like that.

In California, where I come from, the
subject is water. Water storage is des-
perately needed. We have had some
years of drought, but we also have not
added to our water storage in a signifi-
cant way in 40 years. With a growing
population, there is a growing need.

For example, what does that mean to
all Americans, not just Californians?

The food we eat. The top crops in
California that are grown approxi-
mately 99 percent or more in California
are almonds, artichokes, celery, figs,
garlic, raisins, kiwis, honeydew, nec-

tarines, olives, cling peaches, pis-
tachios, plums, sweet rice, and wal-
nuts.

If California is not growing those
items, where do we intend to get those?

O 1915

For almonds especially, California
grows all the domestic production
Americans use and 77 percent of the
global production. We also produce 92
percent of the Nation’s avocados,
grapes, lemons, and mandarins. No avo-
cados? No guacamole.

What are we going to do, import all
this? We have to be producing this stuff
in the State of California.

What does that mean? We need to in-
vest in water infrastructure. We can be
raising Shasta Dam, which is a Federal
project. Eighteen feet yields over
600,000 new acre-feet for these crops.
We could be building Sites Reservoir.
Both of these have been invested in
slightly by the Federal Government
lately. We need to do much more be-
cause we are the leading State in so
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many of the important products that
Americans actually use.
So, we have to talk a lot more about
water storage.
Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
back the balance of my time.
——

HIGHLIGHTING JUNETEENTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. OWENS) for
30 minutes.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to once again highlight our newest
Federal holiday, Juneteenth, or Eman-
cipation Day.

For Americans who are not familiar
with this day, it has been celebrated
within the Black community for over
150 years. This was the day when the
message finally reached Black Texans
living in Galveston that slavery was
over and that they were indeed free.

The Emancipation Proclamation was
signed by President Abraham Lincoln
on September 22, 1862. Union General
Gordon Granger arrived with over 2,000
troops to deliver this message to the
former slaves on June 19, 1865, 3 years
later.

The lesson that can be learned from
this special day is twofold. For almost
3 years, Black Texans lived as slaves at
a time when the price had already been
paid for them to live free. As it was
with Juneteenth 1865, it would be the
Republican Party that delivered the
message to my race: You are free.

In America, in the land of freedom,
success is a personal choice. It is not
easy, nor is it guaranteed. But if you
choose to dream, work, sacrifice, and
remain patient, you can, regardless of
your skin color, live your American
Dream.

The remarkable success of the late
1800s all-Black Greenwood community
speaks to the tenacity, pride, innova-
tion, and entrepreneurial spirit of a
race that rose in less than 50 years
from slavery. Its destruction in 1921,
within 12 hours, also highlights the
vulnerability of the American Dream
in the absence of the rule of law. Deep
Greenwood, referred to as ‘‘Little Afri-
ca’ and ‘‘Black Wall Street,” was the
most wealthy and prosperous Black
community in America in the early
1900s.

During the 1820s, several successful
and prominent Black entrepreneurs
were drawn to Oklahoma due to a na-
tionwide economic depression and the
discovery of oil. The local economy
boomed, with Blacks in Tulsa rep-
resenting all professional occupations,
from day laborers, cooks, and shoe
shiners to physicians, schoolteachers,
and entrepreneurs.

Racism and the influence of Jim
Crow laws made it so that Blacks could
work in White areas but could not
spend their money there. This led to
the creation of Deep Greenwood.

With business dollars circulating
only within their own community,
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many Blacks began to buy land and
start their businesses. Black Wall
Street became the center of the town,
featuring restaurants, jewelry stores,
hotels, theaters, places of worship, and
three Black newspapers.

By the way, in the 1960s, when I was
growing up, this describes my seg-
regated community, a community of
entrepreneurs where, across our coun-
try, 50 to 60 percent of Black Ameri-
cans belonged to the middle class.

Over 600 business owners helped
Black Wall Street become influential,
including a funeral parlor, barbershops,
dental and medical offices, schools, li-
braries, a hospital, insurance and loan
companies, airline charter services, a
bus service, international businesses,
and nightclubs.

The Black community was thriving,
and their collective success rivaled
that of Tulsa. But in these times of
racism and deep prejudices, the success
of Black Wall Street created a tinder-
box of tension.

On May 30, 1921, a 17-year-old White
woman accused Dick Rowland, a Black
shoe shiner, of criminally assaulting
her when he accidentally stepped on
her foot. She slapped him, and in re-
sponse, he grabbed her arm to prevent
her from hitting him.

Realizing his self-defense move might
cause problems, he fled the scene. The
next day, he was jailed. The Tulsa
Tribune printed a story announcing
that a ‘‘negro would be lynched to-
night.”

Three hours after the Tulsa Tribune
released the story, hundreds of White
men gathered at the Tulsa courthouse
where Rowland was being held. Many
Blacks who wanted to protect Rowland
from being lynched rushed to the
courthouse to defend him.

False rumors about the incident
caused a struggle between White
protestors and Blacks in front of the
courthouse. Shots rang out, and 12 men
were killed.

As the fighting continued, Tulsa
Whites began an all-out assault on
Deep Greenwood, including dropping
firebombs from the air. Fire engulfed
the entire Black district. Deep Green-
wood burned all day on May 31. At the
end of the attack, Black Wall Street
was no longer standing.

In total, 300 people were murdered; 35
acres of commercial and residential
property were destroyed; 1,400 homes
and businesses were looted and burned;
10,000 people were left homeless; $1.8
million in damage, which in today’s
dollar amounts would be $27 million. It
was estimated the total value lost
would be valued at $200 million in to-
day’s dollars. Over 600 businesses were
destroyed, and as is today, these busi-
nesses were the engine that powered
the self-sufficient middle class.

By the time the police chief asked
the National Guard to help quell the
‘“‘negro uprising,” it was too late. The
city was already destroyed. A grand
jury held him responsible for derelic-
tion of duty. He was removed from of-
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fice, found guilty in the trial, but never
served any time in jail.

I would like to introduce you to some
of the Black leaders in Deep Green-
wood, Oklahoma, the city of million-
aires.

Dr. A.C. Jackson, a physician, tran-
scended the color lines, servicing both
Black and White patients. He was con-
sidered the most skilled Black surgeon
in America, with a net worth of over
$100,000, which, in 2019, would have a
value of over a million dollars. Dr.
Jackson was murdered during the mas-
sacre at age 40.

E.W. Woods was the first principal of
the all-Black Booker T. Washington
High School. Woods set the standard
for high expectations at school.

John Stradford was the owner of a 45-
room luxury hotel in Greenwood, the
largest Black-owned-and-operated
hotel in Oklahoma, and one of the few
Black-owned hotels in the TUnited
States. He was the son of an escaped
slave, and he came to Oklahoma in 1899
and was the wealthiest man on Black
Wall Street.

Simon Berry owned a nickel-a-ride
jitney service, a bus line, a boutique
hotel, and a charter plane service.

John and Loula Williams owned a
1911 luxury Norwalk Touring. This cou-
ple launched multiple venues, a the-
ater, a confectionary, a rooming house,
and a garage.

Buck Colbert Franklin, an attorney
in Deep Greenwood, was known for de-
fending the survivors of the Greenwood
massacre. He was the father of civil
rights advocate and historian John
Hope Franklin.

These successful Black leaders all
faced the darkness of the 1921 mas-
sacre.

John Stradford’s hotel laid in ruins
after the burning of Deep Greenwood
and was never rebuilt. Stradford was
indicted for inciting a riot and fled
Greenwood.

The Mt. Zion Baptist Church was just
40 days old and was destroyed. The cost
to rebuild and furnish was $135,000.

During the riot, homes were looted
and burned, and thousands of Black
people were left homeless.

There were 88 indictments served
against Blacks and Whites alike, but
all charges were either dismissed or ig-
nored.

The KKK used the massacre as a re-
cruiting tool, stating that ‘‘the riot
was the best thing that ever happened
to Tulsa” and sold postcards in Tulsa’s
downtown streets to raise money.

Republican Representative Dyer from
Missouri introduced a Federal
antilynching bill, the Dyer Anti-
Lynching Bill. Democrats in the Sen-
ate delayed the bill and eventually
killed it. Between 1882 and 1968, nearly
200 antilynching bills were introduced
in Congress, and seven U.S. Presidents
between 1890 and 1952 also asked Con-
gress to pass a Federal antilynching
law. All efforts failed to pass due to the
stalling tactics by the Democratic Con-
gress and Senate.
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The comparison of 1921 Tulsa and the
2020 summer can be summarized in
these words: a lack of rule of law.

In 1921, what had taken nine decades
to build in Greenwood was destroyed
within a matter of 12 hours. Ninety-
nine years later, following the murder
of George Floyd, riots stretched
throughout our country in predomi-
nantly Black urban cities. Over the
summer of 2020, more than 1,500 busi-
nesses, residences, and government
buildings were destroyed, along with
the lives of 26 Americans.

Jeremiah Ellison, a councilman in
Minnesota, where a police precinct
house itself was set on fire, advised the
mayor to leave the vandals alone. ‘“The
focus of anger is the police and this
building,” he reasoned. “‘If we let the
crowd do its thing, we might spare the
neighborhood.” History will forever
note how wrong he was.

In Portland, Oregon, the summer
riots of 2020 have resulted in $23 mil-
lion lost. Yet, the Portland mayor, Ted
Wheeler, tweeted that Federal officers
were bringing violence and life-threat-
ening tactics to the city. ‘“The best
thing they can do is stay inside their
building or leave Portland altogether,”
he said.

In Kenosha, Wisconsin, over half the
people arrested in the aftermath were
from out of town. Property damage
topped $50 million and put close to 40
businesses out of business.

Even in my own Salt Lake City, cop
cars were burned. The Salt Lake City
Council chairman declared that over-
turning and burning a police cruiser
was a ‘‘small sacrifice over physical
clashes between officers and civilians.”
Meanwhile, 21 police officers were in-
jured.

At the end of the summer riots of
2020, over 20 States witnessed violent
riots, with insurance claims between $1
billion and $2 billion.

Once again, most tragically, 256 Amer-
ican citizens lost their lives, including
a respected retired Black officer who
was murdered in cold blood protecting
the store of a friend.

In New York City, politicians passed
no-bail laws, allowing criminals and ri-
oters to return to the streets the very
next night to loot and again attack
New York City police.

In Portland, as the city is still reel-
ing and businesses remained hostages
to criminals, thousands of rioters’
charges have been dropped.

We must learn several things from
our history. Whether it be the destruc-
tion of 1921 Black Wall Street busi-
nesses or 2020 Black urban cities
throughout our Nation, consistent is a
pattern of failure of elected officials to
uphold the rule of law. Instead of
championing Black and minority busi-
ness owners, many of these officials
stood aside as these communities were
destroyed. Consistent with the acts in
1921 and that of 2020 was the criminal
predators’ justification, always in the
name of so-called racial justice.

From these two dark chapters, ac-
countability must be a lesson learned.
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As we demand equal opportunity for all
Americans for life, liberty, the pursuit
of happiness, and property, we the peo-
ple become more unified and free.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————
ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 11(b) of House Resolu-
tion 188, the House stands adjourned
until 10 a.m. tomorrow for morning-
hour debate and noon for legislative
business.

Thereupon (at 7 o’clock and 28 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, June 24, 2021, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

———————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-1455. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a letter
on the approved retirement of Vice Admiral
Phillip G. Sawyer, United States Navy, and
his advancement to the grade of vice admiral
on the retired list, pursuant to 10 U.S.C.
1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 (as
amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec. 502(b));
(110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-1456. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Annual Report for Fiscal
Year 2018, as required by the Older Ameri-
cans Act of 1965, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
3018(a); Public Law 89-73, Sec. 207(a) (as
amended by Public Law 106-501, Sec. 205); (114
Stat. 2234); to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

EC-1457. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to Nicaragua that
was declared in Executive Order 13851 of No-
vember 27, 2018, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c);
Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257)
and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec
204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

EC-1458. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to the situation in
Hong Kong that was declared in Executive
Order 13936 of July 14, 2020, pursuant to 50
U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c);
(90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public
Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-1459. A letter from the Assistant Legal
Advisor, Office of Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting a report con-
cerning international agreements other than
treaties entered into by the United States to
be transmitted to the Congress within the
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(a); Pub-
lic Law 92-403, Sec. 1(a) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 108-458, Sec. 7121(b)); (118 Stat. 3807);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-1460. A letter from the Assistant Legal
Advisor, Office of Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting a report con-
cerning international agreements other than
treaties entered into by the United States to
be transmitted to the Congress within the
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
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blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(a); Pub-
lic Law 92-403, Sec. 1(a) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 108-458, Sec. 7121(b)); (118 Stat. 3807);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-1461. A letter from the Assistant Legal
Advisor, Office of Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting a report con-
cerning international agreements other than
treaties entered into by the United States to
be transmitted to the Congress within the
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(a); Pub-
lic Law 92-403, Sec. 1(a) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 108-458, Sec. 7121(b)); (118 Stat. 3807);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-1462. A letter from the President and
Chief Executive Officer, Federal Home Loan
Bank of Topeka, transmitting the 2020 man-
agement report of the Federal Home Loan
Bank of Topeka, pursuant to 31 U.S.C.
9106(a)(1); Public Law 97-258 (as amended by
Public Law 101-576, Sec. 306(a)); (104 Stat.
2854); to the Committee on Oversight and Re-
form.

EC-1463. A letter from the Chair, Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s Inspector
General’s Semiannual Report to Congress for
the period ending March 31, 2021; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Reform.

EC-1464. A letter from the Chairman of the
Board, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpora-
tion, transmitting the Corporation’s Semi-
annual Report to the Congress for the period
ending March 31, 2021; to the Committee on
Oversight and Reform.

EC-1465. A letter from the Chair, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s Office of Inspector General
semiannual report for the period October 1,
2020 through March 31, 2021, and Management
Report; to the Committee on Oversight and
Reform.

EC-1466. A letter from the General Man-
ager, Woods Hole, Martha’s Vineyard and
Nantucket Steamship Authority, transmit-
ting the Authority’s Annual Report for 2019;
to the Committee on Oversight and Reform.

—————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. BILIRAKIS:

H.R. 4074. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to expand the avail-
ability of supplemental benefits to certain
Medicare Advantage enrollees; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. CARBAJAL (for himself, Mr.
KATKO, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. KAHELE, Mr. VAN
DREW, and Mr. GARAMENDI):

H.R. 4075. A Dbill to require the Secretary of
Transportation to modify the final rule re-
lating to flightcrew member duty and rest
requirements for passenger operations of air
carriers to apply to all-cargo operations of
air carriers, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself,
Mrs. TRAHAN, and Mr. GARCIA of Illi-
nois):

H.R. 4076. A bill to amend the Carl D. Per-
kins Career and Technical Education Act of
2006 to give the Department of Education the
authority to award competitive grants to eli-
gible entities to establish, expand, or support
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school-based mentoring programs to assist
at-risk students in middle school and high
school in developing cognitive and social-
emotional skills to prepare them for success
in high school, postsecondary education, and
the workforce; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Ms. ADAMS (for herself, Mr.
AGUILAR, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Ms. Bass, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of
Pennsylvania, Mr. BROWN, Ms.
BROWNLEY, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr.

CARDENAS, Mr. CARSON, Ms. CHU, Mr.
CICILLINE, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. COHEN, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Ms. DELAURO, Ms.
DELBENE, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr.
DEUTCH, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. ESPAILLAT,
Mr. EVANS, Ms. LoOIS FRANKEL of
Florida, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr.
GARAMENDI, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr.
GARCIA of Illinois, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. HUFFMAN,
Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
KEATING, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. KILMER,
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LAWSON of Flor-
ida, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. LIEU,
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY of New York, Mr. McGovV-
ERN, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MENG, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. MORELLE,
Mr. MOULTON, Mr. NADLER, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. NEAL, Ms. NEWMAN,
Mr. O’HALLERAN, Ms. OMAR, Mr. PaA-
NETTA, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. PERLMUTTER,
Mr. PETERS, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. POCAN,
Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. RASKIN, Miss RICE
of New York, Ms. Ross, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr.
RUSH, Mr. RYAN, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms.
SCANLON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
SCHIFF, Ms. SEWELL, Mr. SIRES, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Ms. STRICK-
LAND, Mr. SWALWELL, Mrs. TRAHAN,
Mr. VARGAS, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, and Mr. WELCH):

H.R. 4077. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to require that supple-
mental nutrition assistance program bene-
fits be calculated using the value of the low-
cost food plan, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mrs. BEATTY:

H.R. 4078. A bill to establish requirements
relating to credit scores and educational
credit scores, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr.
CASTEN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms.
CHU, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Mr. GARCIA of Illinois, Mr.
HIMES, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mr. KEATING, Mr. KHANNA, Ms.
KUSTER, Mr. LAMB, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. LEVIN of Michigan, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Ms. McCOLLUM, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Ms. NEWMAN, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms.

SCANLON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.
SLOTKIN, Mr. SMITH of Washington,
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
TONKO, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms.

BARRAGAN, Mr. LIEU, Ms. MENG, Mr.
TAKANO, and Mr. RASKIN):

H.R. 4079. A Dbill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency to take certain actions related to
pesticides that may affect pollinators, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

By Mr. BROOKS (for himself, Mr.
DESJARLAIS, and Mr. CAWTHORN):

H.R. 4080. A bill to impose additional du-
ties on imports of goods from the People’s
Republic of China until China provides full
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compensation and reimbursement relating to
the COVID-19 pandemic to the United States,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on the Judiciary, and Foreign Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. CURTIS (for himself and Mr.

MOULTON):

H.R. 4081. A bill to require the disclosure of
a camera or recording capability in certain
internet-connected devices; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. CURTIS (for himself and Mr.
O’HALLERAN):

H.R. 4082. A bill to prevent catastrophic
wildland fires by establishing a commission
to study and recommend wildland fire pre-
vention, mitigation, suppression, manage-
ment, and rehabilitation policies for the
Federal Government, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Natural Resources, and
in addition to the Committees on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, Armed Services,
and Agriculture, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself, Mrs.
BEATTY, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CAR-
SON, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr.
CICILLINE, Mr. COHEN, Ms. LoOIS
FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. HOULAHAN,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. RASKIN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, and
Ms. WILSON of Florida):

H.R. 4083. A bill to amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to
impose certain additional requirements on
applicants for COPS grants, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself and Mr.
CRIST):

H.R. 4084. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to levy a fee on methane emis-
sions from oil and natural gas facilities, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the
Committee on Natural Resources, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. ESTES (for himself, Mr. DANNY
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Mrs.
WALORSKI, Mr. KIND, Mrs. WAGNER,
Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. TIMMONS, Mr.
BEYER, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. PANETTA,
and Mr. HORSFORD):

H.R. 4085. A Dbill to allow for the transfer
and redemption of abandoned savings bonds;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. EVANS:

H.R. 4086. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow rehabilitation ex-
penditures for public school buildings to
qualify for rehabilitation credit; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GARAMENDI (for himself, Mr.
MCKINLEY, Mr. SMITH of Washington,

Ms. SCHRIER, Mr. KILMER, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms.
STRICKLAND):

H.R. 4087. A bill to amend the John D. Din-
gell, Jr. Conservation, Management, and
Recreation Act to extend the management
plan submission deadline for certain Na-
tional Heritage Areas to 4 years, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas
(for himself and Mr. MOONEY):
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H.R. 4088. A bill to provide for improve-
ments to National Flood Insurance Program
rate maps, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. GOTTHEIMER (for himself and
Mr. FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 4089. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Homeland Security to develop and dissemi-
nate best practices for rental companies and
dealers to report suspicious behavior to law
enforcement agencies at the point of sale of
a covered rental vehicle to prevent and miti-
gate acts of terrorism using motor vehicles,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security.

By Mr. HARDER of California (for him-
self and Mr. REED):

H.R. 4090. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to make college affordable
and accessible; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 4091. A bill to authorize the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency to terminate certain contracts
on the basis of detrimental conduct to the
National Flood Insurance Program, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

By Mr. HUFFMAN (for himself and
Miss GONZALEZ-COLON):

H.R. 4092. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior, through the Coastal Program
of the United States Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice, to work with willing partners and pro-
vide support to efforts to assess, protect, re-
store, and enhance important coastal areas
that provide fish and wildlife habitat on
which Federal trust species depend, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota (for
himself and Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas):

H.R. 4093. A bill to amend title 23, United
States Code, to modify the distribution of
funds under the tribal transportation pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and in addition to the Committee on
Natural Resources, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. KATKO (for himself, Mrs. MUR-
PHY of Florida, Mr. GUEST, Mr.
GIMENEZ, and Mr. HIGGINS of Lou-
isiana):

H.R. 4094. A bill to conduct a pilot program
at foreign last point of departure airports to
permit passengers and their accessible prop-
erty to continue on additional flights or
flight segments originating in the United
States without additional security re-screen-
ing, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. LAHooOD (for himself and Ms.
SEWELL):

H.R. 4095. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude certain post-
graduation scholarship grants from gross in-
come in the same manner as qualified schol-
arships to promote economic growth; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. MALLIOTAKIS (for herself, Mr.
STEUBE, Mr. GIMENEZ, Mr. HICE of
Georgia, Mr. GROTHMAN, and Mr.
WEBER of Texas):

H.R. 4096. A bill to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security and the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to make avail-
able to the public on the websites of their re-
spective departments certain information re-
lating to individuals processed through U.S.
Customs and Border Protection or Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services facili-
ties, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.
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By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mrs.
DEMINGS, Mr. NADLER, Ms. SPEIER,
Mrs. HAYES, Ms. NORTON, Mr.

MORELLE, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY):

H.R. 4097. A bill to support educational en-
tities in fully implementing title IX and re-
ducing and preventing sex discrimination in
all areas of education, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

By Mr. McKINLEY (for himself, Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. CURTIS, and
Mr. O’HALLERAN):

H.R. 4098. A bill to develop a non-opioid
pain management directive indicating to
health care professionals and emergency
medical services personnel that an indi-
vidual with respect to whom a form has been
executed must not be administered an opioid
or offered a prescription for an opioid, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO (for herself, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. HUFFMAN, and Mrs.
LEE of Nevada):

H.R. 4099. A bill to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to establish a grant program to
provide grants on a competitive basis to eli-
gible entities for large-scale water recycling
and reuse projects, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina (for
himself, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. COLE, Mr.
WALTZ, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr.
Suo0zz1, Ms. HOULAHAN, Ms. SCANLON,
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. SAN NICOLAS, Mr. EVANS,
Mr. CARSON, Ms. SCHRIER, Mr. KIL-
MER, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. NADLER, Mr.

SWALWELL, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr.
LAMB, Mr. MELJER, Mr. KAHELE, Mr.
AUCHINCLOSS, Mr. POCAN, Mr.

CARBAJAL, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. HARDER
of California, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr.
MOULTON, Ms. SHERRILL, Ms. SEWELL,
Mr. BACON, Mr. CROW, Mr. NEGUSE,
and Mr. BAIRD):

H.R. 4100. A bill to amend the national
service laws to prioritize national service
programs and projects that are directly re-
lated to the response to and recovery from
the COVID-19 public health emergency, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and Labor, and in addition to the
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (for herself
and Mr. CALVERT):

H.R. 4101. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to ensure that non-ani-
mal methods are prioritized, where applica-
ble and feasible, in proposals for all research
to be conducted or supported by the National
Institutes of Health, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. SAN NICOLAS:

H.R. 4102. A bill to provide for contracting
with Native CHamoru Organizations, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural
Resources, and in addition to the Committee
on Small Business, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. SPANBERGER (for herself and
Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS):

H.R. 4103. A bill to amend the Packers and
Stockyards Act, 1921, to establish the Office
of the Special Investigator for Competition
Matters, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mr. TUR-
NER, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS,
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Mrs. LURIA, Mr. KELLY of Mississippi,
Ms. ESCOBAR, Mr. MULLIN, Ms. GAR-
CIA of Texas, Mr. HUDSON, Ms. BASS,
Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER,
Mr. BOWMAN, Ms. BROWNLEY, Ms.
BUSH, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. CARSON, Mr.
CASTEN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr.
CASTRO of Texas, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. COOPER,
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CrROW, Mr.
CUELLAR, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of I1li-
nois, Ms. DELAURO, Ms. DELBENE, Mr.
DEUTCH, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. ESHO0O,
Ms. Lois FRANKEL of Florida, Mr.
GALLEGO, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
GOMEZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs. HAYES,
Mr. HORSFORD, Ms. HOULAHAN, Ms.
JACOBS of California, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. JONES, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
KEATING, Mr. KHANNA, Ms. KUSTER,
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Ms. LEE of California, Mrs.
LEE of Nevada, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. LLYNCH,
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York, Ms. MANNING, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs.
MCBATH, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. McGoOV-
ERN, Mr. MCNERNEY, Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin, Mr. MORELLE, Mr. MRVAN,
Mr. NADLER, Mr. NEGUSE, Ms. NEW-
MAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
PANETTA, Mr. PRICE of North Caro-
lina, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RASKIN, Ms.
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms.
SCANLON, Ms. SCHRIER, Ms. SHERRILL,
Ms. STEVENS, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr.
SWALWELL, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMP-
SON of California, Ms. TITUS, Mr.
TONKO, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. TRONE, Mr.
VEASEY, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mrs. WAT-
SON COLEMAN, Mr. WELCH, Ms. WILSON
of Florida, Ms. BARRAGAN, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms.
ADAMS, Mr. BisHOP of Georgia, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
CORREA, Ms. DEGETTE, Mrs. DEMINGS,
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. LEVIN of Michigan, Ms. PINGREE,
Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. VARGAS, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms.
WEXTON, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia,
and Ms. CRAIG):

H.R. 4104. A bill to reform the disposition
of charges and convening of courts-martial
for certain offenses under the Uniform Code
of Military Justice and increase the preven-
tion of sexual assaults and other crimes in
the military; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Ms. STEFANIK:

H.R. 4105. A bill to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to expand the list of cat-
egories of essential travel into the United
States at land ports of entry along the
United States-Canada border, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity, and in addition to the Committees on
the Judiciary, and Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. STEVENS:

H.R. 4106. A bill to amend the Stop Student
Debt Relief Scams Act of 2019 to make tech-
nical corrections; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for
himself and Mr. KELLY of Pennsyl-
vania):

H.R. 4107. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify and reform rules
relating to investigations and whistle-
blowers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committee on the Budget, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
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er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ (for herself, Mr.
BOWMAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. TAKANO,
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Ms. BARRAGAN, and Ms.
PRESSLEY):

H.R. 4108. A bill to amend the Richard B.
Russell National School Lunch Act to estab-
lish a pilot grant program to make grants to
school food authorities to provide 100 percent
plant-based food and milk options, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mrs. WALORSKI:

H.R. 4109. A bill to ensure that an employ-
ment relationship is not established between
a franchisor and a franchisee if the
franchisor engages in certain activities, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ (for
herself, Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Ms.
SLOTKIN, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of I1-
linois):

H.R. 4110. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide hereditary
cancer genetic testing for individuals with a
history of a hereditary cancer gene mutation
in a blood relative or a personal or ancestral
history suspicious for hereditary cancer, and
to provide coverage of certain cancer
screenings or preventive surgeries that
would reduce the risk for individuals with a
germline (inherited) mutation associated
with a high risk of developing a preventable
cancer; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. WATERS (for herself and Mr.
MCHENRY):

H.R. 4111. A Dbill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to direct the United States Ex-
ecutive Director at the International Mone-
tary Fund to advocate that the Fund provide
technical assistance to Fund members seek-
ing to enhance their capacity to evaluate the
legal and financial terms of sovereign debt
contracts, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. POSEY (for himself and Mr.
BISHOP of Georgia):

H. Res. 491. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of July 9th as ‘‘Collector
Car Appreciation Day’’ and recognizing that
the collection and restoration of historic and
classic cars is an important part of pre-
serving the technological achievements and
cultural heritage of the United States; to the
Committee on Oversight and Reform.

By Mr. BANKS (for himself, Mr. BUDD,
Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. BisHOP of North
Carolina, Mr. ROY, Mrs. SPARTZ, Mrs.
GREENE of Georgia, Mrs. CAMMACK,
Mr. BIGGS, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. STEIL,
Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr.
EMMER, Ms. HERRELL, Mr. JOYCE of
Pennsylvania, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio,
Mr. McCLINTOCK, Mr. MOORE of Ala-
bama, Mr. CAWTHORN, Mr. STEUBE,
Mr. POSEY, Mr. RESCHENTHALER, Mrs.
LESKO, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
FALLON, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. GOODEN of
Texas, Mr. KELLER, Mr. GROTHMAN,
and Mr. DAVIDSON):

H. Res. 492. A resolution amending the
Rules of the House of Representatives to re-
quire inflationary impact statements in
committee reports; to the Committee on
Rules.

By Mrs. BOEBERT (for herself, Mr.
POsSEY, Mr. BisHOP of North Carolina,
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. JACKSON, Mr. GOH-
MERT, Mr. HICE of Georgia, Mr. GOOD
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of Virginia, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. MOORE
of Alabama, Mr. CAWTHORN, Mr.
BIGGS, Mr. GAETZ, Mr. FALLON, Mr.
MASSIE, Mr. NEHLS, Mr. GOSAR, Mr.
MOONEY, Mr. NORMAN, Mrs.
HARSHBARGER, Mr. GOODEN of Texas,
Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mrs. GREENE of
Georgia, and Mr. ROY):

H. Res. 493. A resolution expressing dis-
approval of the failure to uphold the con-
stitutional duty to ‘‘take Care that the Laws
be faithfully executed’ and the usurpation of
the legislative authority of Congress by the
President of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to
the Committee on Homeland Security, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois
(for himself, Mr. BURGESS, and Ms.
LEE of California):

H. Res. 494. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of September 2021 as
‘“Sickle Cell Disease Awareness Month’ in
order to educate communities across the
United States about sickle cell disease and
the need for research, early detection meth-
ods, effective treatments, and preventative
care programs with respect to complications
from sickle cell disease and conditions re-
lated to sickle cell disease; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself,
Mr. DANNY K. DAvVIS of Illinois, Mr.
BURGESS, Mrs. HAYES, Ms. NORTON,
Ms. SEWELL, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. COHEN, Ms. BASS, Ms. JOHNSON of
Texas, Ms. PRESSLEY, and Mr.
FITZPATRICK):

H. Res. 495. A resolution calling for sickle
cell trait research, surveillance, and public
education and awareness, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. PHILLIPS (for himself, Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. BASS, Mr.
JACKSON, Mr. MALINOWSKI, Mrs. KIiM
of California, Ms. WILD, Ms. JACOBS
of California, Mr. BERA, Mr. CASTRO
of Texas, Ms. OMAR, Mr. CICILLINE,
Ms. T1TUS, and Mr. COHEN):

H. Res. 496. A resolution supporting the
continued work of the United States African
Development Foundation as it creates path-
ways to prosperity for underserved commu-
nities on the African Continent through
community-led development; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

———

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

MIL-33. The SPEAKER presented a memo-
rial of the Senate of the State of Illinois, rel-
ative to Senate Resolution No. 165, urging all
Illinois legislators at all levels of govern-
ment to endorse the Puerto Rico Self-Deter-
mination Act; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

ML-34. Also, a memorial of the Senate of
the State of Michigan, relative to Senate
Resolution No. 53, urging President Joe
Biden to support the Keystone XL Pipeline,
reverse his decision to cancel the permit, and
to support American jobs and energy co-
operation with our Canadian neighbors; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

MIL-35. Also, a memorial of the House of
Representatives of the State of Arizona, rel-
ative to House Concurrent Memorial 2004,
urging Congress to fund a study on flood-
water harvesting; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.
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CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. BILIRAKIS:

H.R. 4074.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to Article 1,
Section 8, Clause 18 of the Constitution of
the United States.

By Mr. CARBAJAL:

H.R. 4075.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY:

H.R. 4076.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 3 and 18.

The Congress shall have Power . . .

To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes.

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof

By Ms. ADAMS:

H.R. 4077.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII of the Constitution
of the United States

By Mrs. BEATTY:

H.R. 4078.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 4079.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the Constitution

By Mr. BROOKS:

H.R. 4080.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States.

By Mr. CURTIS:

H.R. 4081.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. CURTIS:

H.R. 4082.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. DEUTCH:

H.R. 4083.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. DEUTCH:

H.R. 4084.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S.
Constitution

By Mr. ESTES:

H.R. 4085.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress
shall have Power To lay and collect Taxes,
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the
Debts and provide for the common Defence
and general Welfare of the United States; but
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni-
form throughout the United States;

Article I, Section 8, Clause 2: To borrow
Money on the credit of the United States;

By Mr. EVANS:

H.R. 4086.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution, to ‘‘provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States.”

By Mr. GARAMENDI:

H.R. 4087.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1, Section 8, Article I of the U.S.
Constitution

By Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas:

H.R. 4088.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. GOTTHEIMER:

H.R. 4089.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

clause 3 of section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution.

By Mr. HARDER of California:

H.R. 4090.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 4091.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

U.S.C. Article I Section 8

By Mr. HUFFMAN:

H.R. 4092.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota:

H.R. 4093.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8

By Mr. KATKO:

H.R. 4094.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. LAHOOD:

H.R. 4095.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

ARTICLE I, SECTION 8, CLAUSE 1

The Congress shall have Power to lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises.

By Ms. MALLIOTAKIS:

H.R. 4096.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the
United States Constitution, to provide for
the general welfare and make all laws nec-
essary and proper to carry out the powers of
Congress.

By Ms. MATSUI:

H.R. 4097.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the U.S.
Constitution

By Mr. MCKINLEY:

H.R. 4098.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or any Department or Of-
ficer thereof.

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO:

H.R. 4099.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1, Clause 3, and
Clause 18

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina:

H.R. 4100.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1, which states:
“The Congress shall have Power To . . . pro-
vide for the common Defence and general
Welfare of the United States . . . ”’

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD:

H.R. 4101.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. SAN NICOLAS:

H.R. 4102.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of the Con-
stitution, Congress’s authority to make all
rules and regulations respecting the Terri-
tories and possessions

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, Congress’s
authority to make laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper

By Ms. SPANBERGER:

H.R. 4103.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Ms. SPEIER:

H.R. 4104.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Ms. STEFANIK:

H.R. 4105.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Ms. STEVENS:

H.R. 4106.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 1 of the Constitution.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California:

H.R. 4107.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I B

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:

H.R. 4108.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

The Congress shall have Power to . . . pro-
vide for the general Welfare of the
United States; . . .

By Mrs. WALORSKI:

H.R. 4109.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution, to ‘‘provide for the common de-
fense and general welfare of the United
States.”

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ:

H.R. 4110.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The U.S. Constitution, Article 1 Section 8.
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By Ms. WATERS:

H.R. 4111.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 3 provides Con-
gress with the power to ‘‘regulate commerce
with foreign nations, and among the several
states, and with the Indian tribes.”’

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 18: Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. FLEISCHMANN,
Mr. MEUSER, Mr. PALAZZzO, Mr. CARTER of
Texas, Mr. TONY GONzZALES of Texas, Mr.
Lucas, and Mr. SIMPSON.

. 28: Mr. ESTES.

. 67: Mrs. MURPHY of Florida.

. 69: Mr. COMER.

. 130: Mr. THOMPSON of California.
. 1561: Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 157: Ms. JAYAPAL.

H.R. 228: Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. TAKANO, Mr.
PETERS, Mr. GARCIA of California, and Mr.
PANETTA.

H.R. 263: Mr. KAHELE and Ms. SCHRIER.

H.R. 265: Mr. SWALWELL.

H.R. 308: Mr. CARBAJAL and Mr. VAN DREW.

H.R. 310: Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Mr. MEUSER,
and Mr. ROSE.

H.R. 333: Ms. DELBENE.

H.R. 471: Mr. KUSTOFF and Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania.

H.R. 475: Mr. LAMB.

H.R. 503: Ms. GARCIA of Texas and Mrs.
DEMINGS.

. 516: Mr. MRVAN.

. 541: Mr. ESTES.

. 565: Mrs. MURPHY of Florida.

. 598: Mr. DOGGETT.

. 677: Mr. LATURNER.

. 695: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky and Mr.
KELLY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 763: Ms. TITUS.

H.R. 764: Ms. MCCOLLUM.

H.R. 821: Mr. CoLE and Mr. KELLY of Penn-
sylvania.

H.R. 852: Mr.

H.R. 869: Ms.

H.R. 962: Mr. COLE.

H.R. 997: Mr. ADERHOLT.

. 1009: Mr. KEATING.

. 1016: Mr. RYAN.

. 1062: Mrs. FLETCHER.
. 1066: Mr. HUFFMAN.

H.R. 1145: Ms. MACE and Mr.
GONZALES of Texas.

H.R. 1155: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and Mr.
QUIGLEY.

H.R. 1177: Mr. CLEAVER.

H.R. 1179: Mr. MOOLENAAR and Mrs.
MCBATH.

. 1182: Mr. DEFAZIO.

. 1210: Mr. BARR.

. 1226: Ms. SHERRILL.

. 1235: Mrs. HINSON.

. 1259: Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota.
. 1283: Mr. HUFFMAN.

. 1297: . KELLY of Illinois.

. 1321: . TENNEY.

. 1346: . KRISHNAMOORTHI.

. 1378: . LIEU.

. 1436: . BILIRAKIS.

. 1474: Mrs. KM of California.
. 1492: Ms. ESCOBAR.

. 1527: Mr. VAN DREW.

. 1531: Mr. ALLEN.

. 1551: Mr. AUCHINCLOSS.

H.R. 1592: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mrs. MURPHY
of Florida.

H.R. 1670: Mr. THOMPSON of California and
Mrs. BEATTY.

H.R. 1696: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Ms.
ESHOO.
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H.R. 1783: Ms. STRICKLAND.

H.R. 1819: Mr. PALAZZO.

H.R. 1914: Mr. PANETTA.

H.R. 1959: Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 1992: Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS and Mr.
HIMES.

H.R. 2005: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia.

H.R. 2030: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. WALTZ, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. EVANS, and Mrs.
MCCLAIN.

H.R. 2099: Mr. STAUBER and Mr. FULCHER.

H.R. 2139: Mrs. LAWRENCE.

H.R. 2168: Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 2169: Mr. BUDD.

H.R. 2193: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Mr. PA-
NETTA.

H.R.

H.R.

2214:
2234:
H.R. 2255:
H.R. 2257: Mr. LARSEN of Washington.

. 2265: Mr. STEIL and Mr. HUIZENGA.

. 2294: Mrs. RODGERS of Washington.

. 2307: Ms. NEWMAN.

. 2337: Mrs. BusTos, Ms. WILSON of Flor-
ida, Mr. RU1Z, Ms. UNDERWOOD, Ms. OCASIO-
CORTEZ, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. KAHELE, and Mrs. FLETCH-
ER.

H.R. 2358: Ms. BOURDEAUX.

H.R. 2371: Mr. KILMER.

H.R. 2372: Mr. KILMER.

H.R. 2424: Mr. ROSE.

H.R. 2436: Mr. PocAN, Mr. CROW, Mr. VAN
DREW, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. YOUNG, Ms. WILD, Mr.
SCHNEIDER, Mr. GONZALEZ of Ohio, Mr.
DESJARLAIS, Mr. CASTEN, and Mr. AGUILAR.

H.R. 2499: Mr. COHEN, Ms. CRAIG, Mrs.
LURIA, Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Mrs. DEMINGS,
Ms. SPANBERGER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, Ms. DEAN, Mr. KIM of
New Jersey, Mr. BROWN, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr.
LAMB, and Ms. SHERRILL.

H.R. 2611: Ms. BASS.

H.R. 2639: . LUETKEMEYER.

. 2716: . CLEAVER.

. 2750: . KILMER.

. 2763: . HUFFMAN and Mrs. HAYES.

. 2773: . COHEN and Mr. CARSON.

. 2810: . NORTON.

. 2811: Mr. NEGUSE and Mrs. FLETCHER.
. 2817: Mr. CASTEN.

H.R. 2840: Mr. Suozzi, Mrs. FLETCHER, Mr.
AUCHINCLOSS, Mr. LOWENTHAL, and Ms.
BONAMICI.

H.R. 2890: Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 2900: Mr. MALINOWSKI.

H.R. 2915: Mr. MEILJER.

H.R. 2954: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. NEGUSE,
Ms. RosS, Mr. HARDER of California, and Mr.
COOPER.

H.R. 3104: Mr. MANN and Mr. BABIN.

H.R. 3106: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 3107: Mrs. DEMINGS.

H.R. 3108: Ms. CRAIG.

H.R. 3114: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3135: Mr. HIMES, Ms. SPEIER, Mr.
TAKANO, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, Mr. LEVIN
of Michigan, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. CAROLYN
B. MALONEY of New York, Ms. MENG, and Ms.
DELBENE.

H.R. 3157: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 3160: Miss GONZALEZ-COLON.

. 3165: . DOGGETT.

. 3196: . HiLL.

. 3224: . CASTEN and Mr. SCHRADER.
. 3256: . WALTZ.

. 3345: . FITZPATRICK.

. 3353: . COMER.

. 3362: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3367: Mrs. Kim of California.

H.R. 3368: Mr. AGUILAR, Mrs. RODGERS of
Washington, Mr. SIRES, Mr. GRIJALVA, and
Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 3369: Mr. RESCHENTHALER.

H.R. 3370: Ms. STEFANIK.

H.R. 3372: Mr. MCKINLEY and Mrs. HAYES.

H.R. 3385: Ms. PINGREE, Ms. SHERRILL, Mr.
BALDERSON, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. JACKSON, Ms.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

SIRES.
ALLRED.
AGUILAR.
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WILD, Mrs. FLETCHER, and Mr. DANNY K.
DaAvVIs of Illinois.

H.R. 3407: Mrs. TORRES
Ms. UNDERWOOD.

H.R. 3424: Ms. HOULAHAN.

H.R. 3434: Mr. BISHOP
CLEAVER, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
SWALWELL.

H.R. 3440: Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, and Mr. KILMER.

H.R. 3455: Ms. WILSON of Florida.

H.R. 3482: Mr. KATKO and Mr. STAUBER.

H.R. 3492: Mr. GAETZ.

H.R. 3513: Mr. STEWART.

H.R. 3515: Mr. GOODEN of Texas and Mr.
JACKSON.

H.R. 3529: Mr. WOMACK.

H.R. 3530: Mr. BisHOP of North Carolina.

H.R. 3541: Ms. JAYAPAL.

H.R. 3548: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York.

H.R. 3554: Mr. BURCHETT and Mr. CARL.

H.R. 3613: Ms. SLOTKIN and Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 3630: Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. KAHELE,
RUSH, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania,
LYNCH, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. DIAZ-BALART,
NEGUSE, Mr. ESTES, Mr. SMITH of Missouri,
Mr. SMUCKER, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr.
DESAULNIER, and Ms. JAYAPAL.

H.R. 3631: Mr. DAVID SCcOTT of Georgia.

H.R. 3648: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut and
Mrs. FLETCHER.

H.R. 3665: Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms.
WATERS, Mr. KHANNA, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. PA-
NETTA, and Mrs. KiMm of California.

H.R. 3685: Mr. CASE, Mr. CARTER of Texas,
Mr. COMER, and Ms. TENNEY.

H.R. 3710: Mr. GOSAR, Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS,
Mr. GIBBS, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. MCCLINTOCK,
Mr. GROTHMAN, Mrs. RODGERS of Washington,
Mr. MOORE of Alabama, Mr. RUTHERFORD,
and Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky.

H.R. 3728: Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 3749: Ms. EsHOO and Mr. LEVIN of
Michigan.

H.R. 3764: Mr. NADLER and Ms. CLARKE of
New York.

H.R. 3796: Mr. ARMSTRONG and Ms. CHENEY.

H.R. 3807: Ms. DELBENE, Ms. ESHOO, Ms.
KEeLLY of Illinois, Ms. SCANLON, Ms. SPEIER,
and Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 3811: Mr. JACKSON and Mr. RUTHER-
FORD.

of California and

of Georgia, Mr.
MFUME, and Mr.
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H.R. 3834: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. SLOTKIN,
Ms. ESCOBAR, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Mr. BRENDAN
F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mrs. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY of New York, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
DEFAZIO, and Ms. SPEIER.

H.R. 3843: Ms. GARCIA of Texas.

H.R. 3860: Mr. MAST.

H.R. 3883: Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 3888: Mrs. AXNE.

H.R. 3922: Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. TURNER, Mrs.
HARTZLER, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. ROGERS of
Alabama, Mr. CARL, Mrs. HINSON, and Mr. C.
SCcOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.

H.R. 3926: Mr. CAWTHORN.

H.R. 3929: Mr. LEVIN of California, Ms.
OMAR, and Mr. PHILLIPS.

H.R. 3938: Ms. PORTER.

H.R. 3946: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER.

H.R. 3947: Ms. CHU.

H.R. 3958: Ms. GARCIA of Texas.

H.R. 3959: Mr. ESPAILLAT.

H.R. 3961: Mr. CARBAJAL and Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 3968: Mr. GREEN of Texas.

H.R. 3972: Mr. BARR, Mrs. MURPHY of Flor-
ida, Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mr. VARGAS.

H.R. 3985: Mr. GAETZ, Mr. BROWN, Ms.
SLOTKIN, Miss GONZALEZ-COLON, Ms. SCAN-
LON, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
HORSFORD, Ms. WILD, Mr. MCEACHIN, Mrs.
FLETCHER, Mr. MOORE of Utah, Mr. MORELLE,
and Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 3995: Mr. WENSTRUP.

H.R. 3999: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. RODNEY
DAvis of Illinois, Mr. LuUcAs, and Mrs.
HINSON.

H.R. 4007: Mr. HAGEDORN.

H.R. 4024: Mr. RUSH.

H.R. 4071: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. FER-
GUSON, Mr. RESCHENTHALER, Mr.MURPHY of
North Carolina, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. TURNER,
Mr. HERN, Mr. HICE of Georgia, Mr.
LATURNER, Mr. IssA, and Mr. HARRIS.

H.J. Res. 48: Mr. EVANS.

H.J. Res. 50: Mr. ROSE, Mr. MCCLINTOCK,
Mr. HUDSON, Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. ESTES, Mr. HICE of Georgia,
Mr. BAIRD, Mr. FULCHER, and Mr. KELLER.

H. Con. Res. 19: Mr. PETERS.

H. Con. Res. 32: Mr. GALLAGHER.

H. Res. 47: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER.

H. Res. 109: Mr. PrRICE of North Carolina,
Mr. KILDEE, and Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER.
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H. Res. 136: Ms. ROsSS.

H. Res. 289: Mr. VALADAO.

H. Res. 305: Mr. WOMACK and Mr. BERA.

H. Res. 344: Ms. ESCOBAR, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mr. POCAN, and Ms. STRICKLAND.

H. Res. 456: Mr. CASTRO of Texas and Mr.
JACKSON.

H. Res. 471: Mr. YOUNG.

H. Res. 484: Mr. COMER.

H. Res. 488: Mr. SESSIONS.

H. Res. 489: Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. HIMES, Ms.
OMAR, and Mr. CLEAVER.

——————

DELETION OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows:

H.R. 3093: Mr. CORREA.

—————

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions
and papers were laid on the clerk’s
desk and referred as follows:

PT-36. The SPEAKER presented a petition
of the Oakland County Board of Commis-
sioners, Michigan, relative to Miscellaneous
Resolution No. 21135, supporting the U.S.
Citizenship Act of 2021; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

PT-37. Also, a petition of the Council of the
City of New York, New York, relative to Res-
olution No. 1229, calling for the TUnited
States Congress to pass, the President to
sign, the Adoptee Citizenship Act of 2021
(H.R. 1593/S. 967), in order to secure U.S. citi-
zenship of international adopted children
who are now adults or aging into adulthood;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PT-38. Also, a petition of the Council of the
City of New York, New York, relative to Res-
olution No. 1372, calling upon the United
States Congress to pass, and the President to
sign, H.R. 1280, the George Floyd Justice in
Policing Act of 2021; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
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